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Current Topics. 


Marriage by a Pretended Clergyman,. 


MUCH IGNORANCE appears to prevail as to the effect of a de 
facto marriage in church iene by a pretended priest who is 
not in orders, and a recent case may further develop this 
ignorance. We have ourselves heard it stated by persons of con- 
siderable experience that such a marriage is void and that either 
of the parties to the ceremony would be at liberty to treat 
it as a nullity and to contract another marriage. But, so 
far back as the year 1820, Lord STOWELL, in the case of Hawke 
v. Corri (2 Hagg. Consist. 280), said that a marriage by the 
ministration of a person in church, who is ostensibly in orders, 
and not known or suspected by the parties to be otherwise, 
would, according to the patie. accredited opinion, be sup- 
ported. Lord STOWELL adds, with red gy sense, that parties 
who come to be married are not expected to ask for a sight of 
the minister’s letters of orders, and if they saw them could not 
be expected to inquire into their authenticity. It would appear, 
therefore, that the Marriages Validation Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. 28), reciting the forgery and false pretences of a pre- 
tended priest who had affected to solemnize marriages, and that 
doubts had been entertained as to the validity of such marriages, 
which it was expedient to remove—-and enacting that such 
marriages should be as valid as if the man had been duly 
ordained, was unnecessary. 


Jurisdiction of Justices to Administer Oaths, 


AN INTERESTING technicality arose on Monday in the case of 
Rex v. Shaw, in which the Court of Criminal Appeal quashed the 
conviction of a prisoner under the following circumstances. 
At a preliminary meeting of justices for licensing purposes the 
prisoner had made on oath certain false statements which had 
affected the decision of the justices with reference to the transfer 
of a licence. The prisoner had been charged upon two counts— 
namely, perjury and common law misdemeanour—and had been 
convicted of the latter. The question as to the validity of this con- 
viction turned upon whether or not the justices on the occasion 
referred to had any power to administer to the prisoner the 
oath which in fact had been administered to and taken by him. 
The court came to the conclusion that, apart from statute, justices 
of the peace have no power to administer oaths, and that under 
the Statutory Declaration Act, 1835, s. 13, their power was 
strictly limited to certain cases therein enumerated. The pre- 
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been held by justices without any express statutory obligation, 
and entirely for their own convenience in order to enable them 
to get information which would assist them in the discharge of 
their duties in licensing sessions. At such a meeting the justices 
had no more authority to administer an oath than is possessed 
at any ordinary meeting of citizens by its chairman. This 
decision seems good law as well as good sense. When judicial 
or quasi-judicial persons indulge in “ works of sup ‘rerogation,” 
it would be contrary to the spirit of the Thirty-nine Articles to 
attach to them any special sanctity. 

Transactions under Parental Influence. 

THE JUDGMENT of Joycgr, J., in London and Westminstei 
Ioan, dc., Co. v. Bilton (Times, 18th inst.) illustrates the 
precautions which require to be taken when a title is offered 
depending on the dealings of a child with his property for the 
benefit of his father. A child, it was said by TurNER, L.J., in 
Wright v. Vande rplank (1 De G. M. & G., p- 146), may make a 
gift to a parent, and such gift is good if it is not tainted by 
parental influence; but the child is presumed to be under 
parental influence so long as the dominion of the parent lasts, 
and any dealing by the child with his prope:ty for the benefit of 
the parent is liable to be set aside, unless the presumption of | 
undue influence which the law raises under such circumstances | 
is rebutted by shewing that the transaction was not in fact 
the result of the influence. Such transaction may be either 
by way of gift or other dealing with property, as where 
the child mortgages property to secure a loan made 
to the parent. A deed so given, it was observed in Buker vy. 
Bradley (7 De G. M. & G., p. 621), can be looked at in no 
other light than as a deed of gift from the son to the father. 
There were circumstances in the present case of London and 
Westminster Loan, &c., Co. v. Bilton (supra) which made the applica- 
tion of this principle easy. The father was, at the time of the 
transaction, already liable for a loan of £100, for which he had given 
a bill of sale. His daughter was entitled to a legacy of £200 in 
reversion on his death. She was twenty-nine years old, but was 
living with her father and had no income of her own. She 
executed a mortgage of her reversion at his request as collateral 
se‘urity for the loan, but she had no independent advice. The 
father died in 1909, and the mortgagees then claimed the benefit of 
the legacy. The daughter counterclaimed to have the mortgage 
set aside and she succeeded. Under the circumstances, JOYCE, 
J., held that she had remained under the parental dominion, and 
consequently that the presumption of undue influence arose. The 
only practical way of rebutting this presumption was to shew 
that she had competent independent advice, and, this proof not 
being forthcoming, the mortgage was set aside. 


Blanks in Bills of Exchange and Promissory 
Notes. 

THE Ikist case of Heeney v. Addy (1910, 2 Ir. Rep. 688) tends 
to shew that the Bills of Exchange Act has not banished from 
the courts cases turning on the general principles of the law of 
negotiable instruments. The action was brought on a promissory 
note, bearing an embossed 6d. stamp. The figures £50 were in the 
margin, but no sum was stated in the body of the note, a blank 
following the words “ We jointly and severally promise to pay.” 
It was objected for the defence that the definition of a promissory 
note in section 83 of the Act is “an unconditional promise in 
writing made by one person to another, signed by the maker, 
engaging to pay . . . a sum certain in money”; that the mar- 
ginal figures were merely an index and not part of the note, and 
that evidence could not be adduced to shew that in fact there was 
a mistake in omitting words from the body of the instrument. 
The judge, who tried the case without a jury, admitted evidence 
to shew that the parties had treated the instrument as a valid 
and complete note, and the judge himself found that the note 
had been given in payment of a debt. Section 20 of the Bills 
of Exchange Act (which is applicable to promissory notes) enacts, 
with regard to inchoate instruments, that where a simple 
signature on a blank stamped paper is delivered by the signer in 
order that it may be converted into a bill, it operates as a primd 
facie authority to fill it up as a complete bill for any amount the 
stamp will cover ” and in like manner when a bill is 
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| wanting in any material particular the person in possession 
of it bas a primé facie authority to fill up the omirsion 
|in any way he thinks fit; but in order that any such 
instrument when completed may be enforceable against any 
person who became a party thereto prior to its completion, 
‘it must be fi'led up within a reasonable time and _ strictly 
‘in accordance with the autbority given. Assuming, therefore, 
|that the holder was authorized to fill up the blank in 
the body of the note, he had not in fact done so, and the 
| defendant relied on Gurrard v. Lewis (10 Q. B. D. 30), where 
| Bowen, L.J., said that a document which contains a marginal 
| index, but in which a blank is left by the acceptor to be filled 
| in with the dominant and all-important statement in the body 
| of the bill defining the amount for which it is accepted, is not a 
| perfect bill till this dominant portion of the bill has been filled in. 
| The objection to this omission on the part of the plaintiff was a 
technical one, and was overruled by the court, who considered 
that—in the absence of any case which decides that, as between the 
original parties, if they choose to rely on figures in the margin 
without filling in the body of the note and treat the note in that 
form as complete, an action cannot be ‘maintained upon it—the 
rule tbat in construing a document such as this, operation ought, 
if possible, to be given to it, should be followed. There was, 
therefore, judgment for the plaintiff. Noone will regret this 
decision, and we think that in the circumstances the court might, 
if necessary, have allowed the blank to be filled up at the trial. 


The Privilege of Non-disclosure in Affairs of State. 


As A general rule our law does not regard with favour any 
attempt to keep back from judicial cognizance facts of material 
importance on the ground of “ privilege.” Such privilege is now 
confined to three classes of cases. First, we have those in which 
there has been a professional confidence between solicitor and 
client ; curiously enough this privilege has not been extended by 
our law either to secrets which reach a physician in the course of 
his practice or to confessions which are received by a minister of 
religion. Secondly, there are certain facts which affect peculiarly 
domestic life, such as matrimonial communications between hus- 
band and wife or statements by parents as to the legitimacy of 
their reputed offspring ; of these the law will not compel dis- 
closure on the ground that the attempt to do so would weaken 
family life. Lastly, there is the case in which an official witness 
refuses to answer some question, or produce some document, on 
the ground that the effect of so doing would be to disclose a 
State secret which ought not in the public interest to be revealed. 
When this objection is taken by the head of a public department 
the court will not decide upon the validity of the objection at all 
(Beatsop v. Skene, 5 H. & N. 838), nor will it allow secondary 
evidence of the excluded matter to be given. Hitherto this rule 


has been mainly confined to cases in which executive or judicial 


authorities have taken the objection to some matter which came 
before them in the course of their duties; but there seems 
no ground of principle to distinguish such cases from the 
somewhat striking and novel point which came before Mr. Justice 
DARLING on Monday in the case of West v, West (Times, 16th 
November). There the Lord Chamberlain claimed that he was 
not obliged to disclose a statement made to him at his club 
which had induced him to make an alteration in the list of 
invitations to certain court functions. It has, indeed, been held 
that letters sent to the Postmaster-General by a private individual 
complaining of the conduct of a postal official are not the subject 
of this privilege (Llake v. Pilfold, 1 M. & Rob. 198); but in that 
case it was clear that the Postmaster-General had not sought the 
communication sent to him. Where a public officer himself 
necesssrily obtains his informaticn by instituting inquiries 
amongst private persons, such as, for example, a detective engaged 
in investigating crime, it is clear that such information—though 
given by private persons under no duty to proffer it—is protected 
(Rex v. Hardy, 24 How. State Trials 808). The statement of the 
Lord Chamberlain to the effect that private information was 
essential to the proper discharge of his duties would appear to 
bring his case within the rule. Probably the feeling of most 
persons is that, whatever may be the precise technical ground 
for excluding Lord SrENcER’S evidence, it would be inconsistent 
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with public decency and common sense to compel, or even to | 
make, disclosures as to the materials upon which the King is 
advised by his responsible minister in the exercise of what to 
the more numerous sex is probably the most important of his 
constitutional functions. 


Informations in the King’s Bench Division. 


THE RECENT case of Rex v. Anthony ill (Times, January 13th) 
illustrates the change which during recent years has come over 
the practice of the Divisional Court as regards the granting or 
refusing leave to prosecutors who desire the sanction of the court 
in order that they may proceed by information against a 
defendant whom they accuse of a misdemeanour. An informa- 
tion differs from an indictment in that the latter is an accusa 
tion found by the oath of a grand jury, whereas the former is 
the allegation of the Master of the Crown Office, who exhibits 
it upon the sworn complaint of a subject. At common law 
an information could be preferred by anyone in the case of any 
misdemeanour, but after Magna Carta there grew up a tendency 
to regard this remedy as slightly repugnant to the spirit of | 
that statute and to restrict it, so far as practicable, to cases | 
of an exceptional nature. A_ distinction also grew up| 
between Qui Tam informations, which are really a species of 
civil proceeding in the guise of a criminal prosecution, 
and criminal informations, which differ in no way 
from indictments except in being limited to misdemeanours, 
as opposed to treasons or felonies, and, of course, in the 
steps by which the matter is brought before the court. It is | 
now settled law that where the Attorney-General prefers a | 
criminal information, he does not require the leave of the | 
court (2. v. Phillips, 1767, 4 Burrows 2090), but where a private | 
individual, or an officer other than the Attorney-General, adopts | 
this mode of proceeding he must obtain the leave of the King’s 
Bench Division ; this leave was first made a condition precedent 
by a statute of William and Mary, which recited the evils that 
had arisen from the reckless preferment of charges in this way 
by irresponsible persons (4 & 5 Will. & Mary, c. 18). The| 
grounds upon which the leave required is to be granted are not | 
enumerated by the statute, and hence room is left for wide | 
differences of opinion as to the principle on which the discretion | 
should be exercised. The older view was that which BLACKSTONE 
states when he describes the objects of such informations as “ any | 
gross and notorious misdemeanours not peculiarly | 
tending to disturb the Government but which, on | 
account of their magnitude or pernicious example, deserve the | 
most public animadversion” (4 Bl. Com., ch. 23, s. 3). In the | 
course of the nineteenth century, however, the court began to | 
require something more than the mere allegation of a “ gross and | 
notorious misdemeanour,” and gradually the practice grew up of | 
refusing the sanction of the court except in the cases of “ libellous 
attacks upon, and offences by, persons in some public or official | 
position” (Short and Mellor's Crown Office Practice, p 257). | 
In the recent Welsh case to which we refer the judgment of the 
Lord Chief Justice would seem to suggest a further limitation 
namely, that this process should not be encouraged in cases where 
an adequate remedy apparently exists by the initiation of police- 
court proceedings. 


Arrangement or Compromise. 
UNDER SECTION 120 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, | 
1908, the court is empowered to sanction a “compromise or | 
arrangement” between a company and its creditors or any class | 
of them, provided it has been agreed to by a majority in number | 
representing three-fourths in value of the creditors or class of | 
cteditora. This provision reproduces section 2 of the Joint Stock | 
Companies Arrangement Act, 1870, and by a clause frequently | 
inserted in debenture trust deeds it is applied so as to enable a | 
majority of debenture-holders, without reference to the court, to | 
sanction by extraordinary resolution any compromise or arrange- | 
ment which could be sanctioned by the cuurt under the statute. 
The term “arrangement” is a wide one, and it was held by | 
WARRINGTON, J., to cover the change of debenture-holders’ rights | 
which was before him in Shaw v. Royce (Limited) (ante, p, 188). | 
There debentures had been issued with the guarantee of the Law | 
Guarantee and Trust Society, who were also the trustees under | 





| objected that the clause did not apply. 


| away the guarantee. 


the debenture trust deed. An annual premium was payable to 
the society for the guarantee, and the company had to contribute 
toa sinking fund. On the society going into liquidation, the 
company desired to terminate their connection with it by substitu- 
ting new trustees and discontinuing the payment of the annual pre- 
mium, and it was proposed to release the society from the guaran- 


| tee. Thie, of course, required the consent of the debenture-holders, 


and a scheme was submitted to them under which their 
debentures would be exchanged for new ones without any 
guarantee, but carrying a somewhat higher rate of interest. 
The scheme was not accepted by all the debenture-holders, and 
accordingly a meeting of the debenture-holders was called for 
the purpose of sanctioning it as an ‘arrangement or com- 
promise’ under the clause above referred to. The necessary 
majority was obtained, but a  dissentient debenture-holder 
WARRINGTON, J., 
decided against him, and it is difficult to see why the transaction 


| contemplated could not properly be described as an arrangement 


between the company and the debenture-holders. There was, 
indeed, a third party to the arrangement—namely, the society 

but this does not seem to prevent the transaction from being 
an arrangement between the other two parties. The company 
desired to make fresh d‘spositions as regards the debentures, and 
as incident to the scheme, it increased the interest but took 
It also obtained new trustees and ceased 
to be liable to contribute to the sinking fund. The scheme 


| accordingly was binding on the dissentient debenture-holder. 


| An Innkeeper’s Lien on Letters Addressed to His 


Guest. 
A CURIOUS case appears to have arisen in the Marylebone 
police-court with regard to the detention of a letter belonging 
to a guest in the defendants’ hotel. The manageress was sum- 


| moned for detaining a registered letter, valued at £10, belonging 


to a lady, the complainant, who had been staying at the hotel. 


| This lady, after leaving the hotel, called from time to time for 


her letters, and although several were there, one of which was 
registered, the manageress refused to part with them, saying 
that she had handed them to the directors, Application was 
made to the directors, who returned all the letters except that 
which was registered. The registered letter was, bowever, 
detained by them, and they stated that they had always been 
willing to deliver it to the complainant if she had first given her 
word that, if it contained money, she would pay the amount of 
her bill. This she refused to do, and they accordingly detained 
it. The question on these facts would appear to be, had the hotel- 
keepers a lien for their charges on letters of a guest which 
came into their hands after she had left the hotel? It was, in the 
first place, an essential condition of their lien to shew that they 
had the rights, and were subject to the liabilities, of common inn- 
keepers. Assuming that they bad an innkeeper’s right of lien, and 
that this lien extended to letters and pipers (as to which we know 
of ne authority), it will be observed that the letters came into 
their hands after their guest, the ewner, had left the hotel. 
It bas been he'd in old cases that if an innkeeper give credit to 
his guest, and Jet him depart without payment, he must be taken 
to have waived his lien and cannot detain the goods of the 
guest, but must resort to his remedy by action. The decision of 
the magistrate was in favour of the complainant, but the grounds 
of his decision were not stated with anything like precision. He 
denounced the iniquity of detaining the correspondence of a 
guest, and considered that the defendants had acted in an 
irregular and high-handed fashion. But he does not appear to 
have given any opinion on the points to which we have referred. 


The Taxation of Gardeners. 

SINCE THE imperial authorities handed over to county 
counci's the duty of collecting the excise duties in certain 
matters of inland revenue, the London County Council has 
shewn an eager activity in the exercise of its new powers 
which bas rendered necessary more than one new decision — 
hithe:to unsuspected legal difficulties. Whiteleys have been called 
upon to pay licence duty upon the waiters who serve shop 
assistants with their mid-day meal. The Civil Service have had 
a similar demand made in respect of a restaurant-club in White- 
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hall at which it would seem that every servant of his Majesty 
in any State Department, whether he be a Secretary of State or 
a commissionaire, is entitled to consume his luncheon. The 
owners of flats have been compelled to pay duty upon the hall- 
porters who exclude the tramp and hawker from disturbing the 
repose of residents. The Duke of Beprorp has been called 
upon to shew reason why the labourers who trim and tidy the 
wetty gardens which still survive in the centre of half-a-dozen 
3loomsbury squares should not be taxed as “ gardeners ” within 
the meaning of sections 18 and 19 (3) of the Revenue Act, 1869. 
A similar zeal is now inspiring other local authorities, and all 
throughout the country the householder who cares to have his 
garden kept decent has been worried as to whether or not he 
must take out a licence for any casual day labourer whom he 
may employ on one or two days in the week. Happily the 
recent decision of the Divisional Court in the case of Braddell v. 
Baker (Times, January 17th), makes it clear that no such licence 
is necessary in the case of labourers who work in a garden but 
whose principal duty is not that of gardener to any particular 
employer. This decision may not satisfy the zealous collector of 
taxes, but will commend itself to the common-sense of the 
average householder. 
Right to Destroy Dog of a Ferocious Disposition. 
THE ACTION of the police in destroying a dog which kept 
watch in the room which contained the dead body of his master, 
and, like the dogs described by Lucretius in his account of the 
Plague at Athens, fiercely attacked anyone who disturbed his 
vigils, has been the subject of sharp criticism. The question of 
the right to kill adog on the ground of its being a public nuisance 
has been frequently before the courts of the United States, and 
the digest makers have in some instances the special title “ Dog.” 
The sympathy of dogs with man in his troubles, and their fitness 
above all other animals for the companionship of man, may have 
induced some eminent lawyers to regard them with favour, and 
these are certainly decisions which incline to the view that the 


cireamstance of a dog being of a ferocious disposition and being 
at large is not sufficient to justify shooting him. These decisions 
may, however, be contrasted with the words of NeEtson, C.J., 
in Maxwell v. Pulmerton (21 Wend. 407), who observes that proof 
of the ferocity of a dog is not necessary when a dog is in the 
habit of chasing conies in a warren or deer in a park, and that 


he may be killed for the protection of these animals. How much 
more proper is it that this should be the rule, and most singular 
would it be if it were otherwise, when the persons and lives of 
rational beings are in danger. 


The Late Mr. Beven. 

THE DEATH of Mr. Tuomas BreveN on Monday last deprives 
us of a master of a wide and difficult and frequently changin 
branch of law. There are few books of modern date which 
have achieved such a position as Beven on the Law of Negligence. 
Both in this country and in the United States it is recognized 
as the leading authority on the subject, and it has been con- 
stantly and most indefatigably kept up to date by its learned 
author. Mr. Beven’s knowledge was indeed remarkable, extend- 
ing, as it did, from whet may be termed the roots of the law— 
the Year Books and ancient volumes of reports—to the most 
recent growths as developed in cases both in this country and in 
America. It is matter of regret that all this extraordinary 
erudition never placed its owner in such a position at the bar as 
to render promotion to the bench probable. 


Money-lenders and Registered Names. 

THE DECISION in the case of Re Robinson, with which we dealt 
at some length in these columns (an/e, p. 59), has now been 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal. The report in the 7imes (Jan. 
17th) gives the barest summary of the judgment delivered 
by the Master of the Rolls, affirming the judgment of NeviLe, 
J., and dismissing the appeal. The appellant (the assignee of 
the securities) again argued his case in person. 








Mr. Justice Avory and Mr. Justice Scrutton were entertained by 
members of the South-Eastern Circuit to dinner at the Hotel Cecil on 
Tuesday evening to celebrate their elevation to the Bench. 








Appeals under the Finance Act, 1910, 


Rutes have been issued regulating appeals to the High Court 
under the Finance Act, 1910, and will be found printed else- 
where. Under section 33 appeals from a determination of the 
Inland Revenue Commissioners must be made in the first instance 
to one of the panel of referees appointed under the Act, and 
such appeals lie against the first or any subsequent determination 
of the commissioners of the total or site value of any land, or 
against the amount of any assessment of land duties, or against 
the refusal of the commissioners to make any allowance which 
they are empowered to make, or against any apportionment of 
the value of land or of duty, or inregard to other matters which 
the commissioners are required or empowered to determine under 
Part I. of the Act. But certain restrictions on the right of appeal 
are contained in provisoes to sub-section 1, and in particular no 
appeal lies against a provisional valuation except on the part of a 
person who has made an objection to it in accordance with the 
Act. On an appeal to the referee, he is to determine the matter 
in consultation with the commissioners and the appellant, or any 
persons nominated by them respectively for the purpose, and the 
referee has power to award expenses to either party ; and an order 
of the referee as to expenses may be made a rule of the High 
Court. 

To a large extent appeals will doubtless depend upon technical 
questions of valuation, and it may be oy a that many of them 
will be finally dealt with by the referees ; but sub-section 4 provides 
that any person aggrieved by the decision of the referee may 
appeal to the High Court. The appeal is to be within the time, 
and in the manner, and on the conditions directed by Rules of 
Court, including conditions enabling the court to require the pay- 
ment of or the giving security for any duty claimed. Sub-sections 2, 
3, and 4 of section 10 of the Finance Act, 1894, are to apply to 
such appeals. Thus, under sub-section 2, there will be no further 
appeal except with the leave of the High Court or the Court of 
Appeal ; under sub-section 3 the costs of the appeal are in the 
discretion of the court, and the court may order payment of 
interest at the rate of £3 per cent. per annum on any excess of 
duty repaid by the commissioners ; and under sub-section 4, in 
cases where the payment of the whole or part of the duty as a 
condition of appeal would impose hardship, the court may allow 
the appeal to & brought on security for payment being given. 

The rules now issued provide that an appeal to the High 
Court shall be commenced by filing a petition in the King’s 
Remembrancer’s Department. In this the appellant must set 
forth the several facts and contentions of law upon which he 
alleges the decision of the referee to be erroneous (r. 1). The 
petition must be filed within one month from the referee’s 
decision, and a copy must be served on the commissioners 
within seven days after the filing (r. 2). 
after service of the petition the commissioners must serve on 
the appellant a notice stating how far they admit the facts 
stated in the petition (r. 3), and within twenty-eight days 
from the same date they must serve a further notice stating 
the facts and contentions of law on which they intend to rely 
at the hearing (r. 4). This may be followed by the petitioner 
serving on the commissioners a notice stating how far he admits 
the facts alleged by them. On the expiration of ten days after 
service of the commissioners’ notice under rule 4, all matters, 
except to the extent admitted, will be deemed to be at issue, 
and on the expiration of a further seven days either the appellant 
or the commissioners may set the petition down for hearing (r. 5). 

In the first{instance, the petition will be set down on the revenue 
side of the King’s Bench Division, but the court or a judge may 
order that it shall be heard before a judge of the Chancery 
Division or at assizes. If an order is made more than seven 
days before the commission day at the town selected, the matter 
can be heard at the next assizes (r. 6; see R. S. C. ord. 36, r. 
228). Under rules 7, 8 and 9 only oral evidence will be 
admitted, unless by consent or otherwise ordered ; neither party 
will be at liberty without the leave of the court to rely upon 
any facts or contentions of law other than those stated in the 
appellant’s petition and the commissioners’ notice; and the 
parties must exchange lists of documents and give inspection of 
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documents not protected by privilege, with power for the 
court to order further discovery by the appellant. By a singular 
restriction the court cannot make the like order against the com- 
missioners, but in considering an application by them for discovery 
it may take into account the willingness of the commissioners 
to disclose or allow inspection of any documents in their 
possession. Primé facie, of course, both parties should be under 
the same liability as regards disclosure. Possibly the commis- 
sioners are exempted from direct liability on the ground that other- 
wise they might have to disclose, in connection with any 
particular appeal, all their archives in any way bearing on the 
same question. But liability to disclose all documents so far as 
reasonable will be enforced indirectly in the manner just stated 
in cases where the commissioners are themselves seeking discovery. 

Rule 10 is intended to facilitate the proof of facts. Where, in 
the opinion of the court, any matter, whether strictly admissible 
as evidence or not, should fairly be admitted as primd facie 
evidence of a fact, the burden of proving the contrary is to be 
shifted on to the other party. The times fixed by the rules may 
be extended by the court or a judge, and this may be done 
although the application for extension is not made until after 
the expiration of the specified time, and the court has a 
general power of amendment (rr. 11, 12). The commissioners 
may apply for an order staying the appeal until any duty claimed 
by them has been paid, or security given; the application will 
be made by summons in chambers, and the soles will make 
such order on the summons as seems to him reasonable in the 
circumstances of the case (r. 14). 

The rules resemble in certain respects those at present in force 
for regulating appeals under the Finance Act, 1894, but there 
are considerable differences. They appear to furnish a convenient 
procedure for dealing with the questions which will arise under 
the Act of 1910, and they suggest that a similar procedure 
might be used in other classes of litigation. Rules which will 
bring the parties to an issue and put the points in dispute before 
the court in one class of cases may be equally appropriate in 
other cases. There is a saving by rule 17 of rights vested in the 
Crown by virtue of the Royal Prerogative. It is difficult to 
understand what this is intended-to cover. For the purpose of 
all questions that can arise, the Royal Prerogative in this con- 
nection means privileges exercised by the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners as a department of the executive, and in matters 
which are to be adjudicated on by the courts no such privileges 
should be recognized. 








Dealings with Reversions. 
II. 
(Continued from page 185.) 
B.—Tue INVESTIGATION OF TITLE. 

8. When the title depends on an appointment wnder a special power, 
are the following points to be insisted on? 

(a) That the appointment be handed over to the purchaser. 

(b) That the bona fides of the appointment be proved by the 
statutory declarations of the appointor and the appointee. 

(c) That the absence or number of prior appointments and releases 
be proved by the statutory declaration of the appointor. 

(2) This is a moot point. It would seem that such an 
appointment forms part of the settlement or will under which 
the power arises, and, like the settlement (see Je Lawrance, 
1894, 1 Ch. 556), should be held by the trustees. This is almost 
certainly so when more than one beneficiary is interested under 
the appointment. Sometimes in the case of mortgages the 
difficulty is got over by the appointment being executed in 
duplicate, one being handed to the trustees and one to the 
appointee or his mortgagees. 

(>) It is now definitely settled by the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Cloutie v. Storey (1911, 1 Ch. 18) that, if an appoint- 
ment is made in fraud of the power, it is absolutely void ab initio, 
and a purchaser of the interest appointed takes nothing, even if 
he be a bond fide purchaser for value without notice of the 
fraud. This can hardly come as a surprise to anyone familiar 
with reversionary work, as the same point was decided in the 


same manner as long ago as 1816, by Sir WILLIAM GRANT in the 
well-known case of Daubeny v. rind (1 Mer. 626, at p. 638-9, 
644-5). But in their desire “not to block business,” some 
practitioners have been reluctant to question the validity of 
appointments. So far has this tendency gone that loans have 
actually been made on an appointment, which on the very face of 
it was an obvious fraud on the power. 

Some practitioners are ready to assume the validity of appoint- 
ments which do not give the vendor more than he would get if 
the power were never exercised—e.y., they say that an appoint- 
ment to A. (one of five children) of £4,000 out of a fund of 
£20,000 is not likely to be attacked. This is no doubt correct, 
provided no other appointment is made, or the only other 
appointments distribute the remaining £16,000 amongst the 
other four children in practically equal shares. But if the 
£16,000 is validly appointed to three or less of the other children, 
it is to the interest of one or more of the other children to con- 
test the validity of the £4,000 appointment. Further, the 
appointor can, without waiting for the fraudulent appointment 
to be set aside—see Mirley v. Birley (1858, 25, Beav. 299), Carver 
v. Richards (1860, 1 De G. F. & J. 548)—make a perfect valid 
appointment in favour of other objects of the power of all the 
property comprised in the fraudulent appointment. Suppose, 
in the example above given, that A. dies insolvent in the life- 
time of the appointor; if the appointor learns that the £4,000 
can be validly re-appointed to other objects of the power—e.y., 
A.’s children, the temptation tomake awill giving the £4,000 over 
to other members of his family must be great. Again, if the 
appointee raises money on mortgage of his appointed interest, 
he may become bankrupt and obtain his discharge in the life- 
time of the appointor ; in which case it is open to the appointor 
to make a new and valid appointment to the same appointee of 
the same sum or share, which he will take free from all claims 
of his former mortgagee and his late trustee in bankruptcy. 
The truth seems to be, that after the appointee has disposed of 
the share appointed to him, there is no difficulty in finding 
persons whose interest it is to set aside the appointment. 

That the requirements of purchasers on this point will become 
more stringent can hardly be doubted ; but to what extent are 
these requirements to go? The protection afforded by a statu- 
tory declaration of the appointee is very little; what is wanted 
is a declaration by the appointor. It is doubtful whether the 
purchaser is entitled to call for such a declaration, and in man 
cases (¢.g., where the vendor is a mortgagee selling under his 
power of sale), the vendor may be unable to supply or obtain 
any declaration of any sort. 

(c) The purchaser wants to know what prior appointments 
have been made and whether the appointor has executed any 
document (¢.g., documents of the nature considered [te Evered 
1910, 2 Ch. 147) wholly or partially releasing the power. 
Prior appointments are occasionally overlooked (see ¢.g., ood of 
Avalon vy. MacKinnon, 1909, 1 Ch. 476), and this is especially so 
in the case of revocable appointments; see, ¢.g., in [te Thurshy’s 
Settlement Trusts (1910, 2 Ch. 181). Inquiry of the trustees as 
to whether they have received notice of any prior appointment 
or release is not a complete protection to the purchaser, for such 
documents operate from their respective dates (see ¢.g., Wilson 
v. Kenrick, 1885, 31 Ch. D. 658, at p. 662) and the order in 
which the trustees receive notice of them is quite immaterial 
It is doubtful whether the purchaser is entitled to any evidence 
at all on this point. In Ke Marsh and Earl Granville (1883, 24 
Ch. D. 11, at p. 19) it was held that the evidence there supplied 
disposed of a requisition requiring evidence that a power of 
revocation had not been exercised; the point whether the 
purchaser was entitled to make the requisition at all was never 
raised or decided. Williams on Vendor and Purchaser (2nd 
edition, p. 133) says, “ This case appears to shew that, whenever 
a power of appointment has been created, and title is deduced 
as in default of appointment, the purchaser is entitled to 
require evidence from which it may reasonably be inferred that 
the power was never exercised.” On the contrary, Dart (7th 
edition, p. 366) says, “ Where a power has been created, and there 
is no trace of its subsequent execution, the purchaser, though he 








can require the vendor and his solicitors to state whether to 
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their knowledge or belief the power was ever exercised, and may, 
perhaps, require the vendor to make a statutory declaration on 
the point, cannot, it is conceived, call for such a declaration by 
any other person.” 

9, Where the tith depe nis on a release of a special power, does 
the purchaser insist on the absence of prior appointments being proved 
by the statutory dee laration of the person, or oe of the persons, Ve leasing 
the power ? 

As to thie, see 8 (c) above. 


10. Where the reversion is pul ja ward as being subject lo estate 


duty ala spect fue / rate, is olnection to be lake nm on the ground 

(a) That the rate of estate duty may be increase ad by aggregation ? 

(b) That succession or legacy duty at 1 pe. will hecome payabl 
if the propertly passing on the death of the tenant jo life, un respect 
of which estat duty is payable, exceeds £15,000 f 

It is submitted that the purchaser is entitled to raise these 
objections and that such objections are practically insuperable. 
Some offices and companies disregard the point, apparently 
allowing in advance for an increase of duty. If this be so, it 
behoves persons who put their reversions up for sale to state 
(if such be the case) in the particulars of sale that the rate of 
estate duty is not liable to be increased by aggregation, and that 
no other duty will be payable. 

ll. Jf the vendor (or borrower) is one of the trustees, is hi 
retirement to be insisted on? 

In practice this requirement is sometimes waived, but in fact 
it should always be insisted on. There is always the risk of 
breaches of trust (¢.y, investment on mortgage without a proper 
valuation being made) being subsequently committed by the 
trustees or by the vendor as surviving trustee, in which case 
the whole loss occasioned thereby can be made good out of the 
reversion purchased: see Joering v. Doering (1889, 42 Ch. D. 
203). Further, no notice of the assignment can be given to «a/l 
the trustees, for the notice given to the vendor is inoperative 


(see Lrown v. Savage, 1859, 4 Drew. 635, and Lloyds Bank v. | 


Pears, 1901, 1 Ch. 865), and the notices given to the other 
trustees become inoperative as against purchasers or mortgagees 


who take their assignments after such other trustees cease to | 


be trustees : see He Phillips’ Trusts (1903, 1 Ch. 183). 

12. Is the capital account of the trust to le produced and 
enue tigated 4 

Probably the purchaser is entitled to this: see Hobson v. Bell 


| 
$ | 


| practitioner or writer can claim any special familiarity, either in 
practice or in theory. There is no branch of legal work in which 
questions relating to contempt specially arise, and, accordingly, it 
seldom becomes the duty of any counsel to make a careful study 
of the subject in all its aspects. Probably few lawyers, except 
those actually engaged in Crown side cases, are aware of the dis- 
tinction which exists between a “ substantive” contempt—such as a 
newspaper attack upon the conduct of a judge—and an “adjective” 
contempt, ¢.e., one which arises out of improper conduct in the course 
of legal proceedings. Again, the many varieties of the latter species 
are quite undreamt of in the shibesagiey of most members of the bar. 
To the lawyer who wishes to acquire a really comprehensive and 
thorough knowledge of this branch, Mr. Stuart Robertson’s revision 
of Oswald should prove exceedingly valuable. In the first chapter 
he will find an interesting discussion upon the origin and extent of 
the court’s jurisdiction to punish for contempt. In the next chapter 
| there is a careful exposition of the difference between civil and 
| criminal contempt, and also of the difference hetween committal and 
attachment. Although, of course, there is all the difference in the 
world between the two latter forms of process, we fancy that most 
lawyers, if pressed, would candidly admit that their minds are hazy 
on the point. Chapters III. to IX. deal with various special kinds of 
proceedings which relate to contempt, such as breach of under- 
takings given to the court, writs of capias, ne exeat regno, and 
| extent, and summary committal for perjury. Privilege from arrest— 
| so far as it still exists nowadays—is dealt with in the tenth chapter, 
| while the mode of applying for orders of committal, attachment, 
| and sequestration is set out in Chapter XI. Such important 
practical matters as the right of appeal, the measure of punishment, 
prison treatment, purging of contempt and the discharge of the 
| offender from durance vile when he has duly confessed his penitence 
form the topics of the remaining pages, and all are carefully dealt 
| with. Forty-one useful forms appear in an appendix, but we must 
| say that the index is by no means so exhaustive as it ought to be. 
On the whole, we think this edition is well done and well cal- 
| enlated to maintain the reputation of the book—although for some 
| generations to come the latter is perhaps sufficiently preserved by 
| the mark which the very striking personality of its first begetter has 
| left on the traditions of the bar. 


Books of the Week. 


Marriage and Divorce.—The Comparative Law of Marriage 
and Divorce. Under the General Editorship of ALEXANDER Woop 
| Renton and Grorce GRENVILLE Patiumore, B.C.L., Barristers-at- 
| Law. Reprinted from Burge’s Commentaries on Colonial and Foreign 
| Laws. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Colonial and Foreign Laws.—Burge’s Commentaries on 





| 


(1839, 2 Beav. 17,at pp. 22-3). The inspection of the capital | Colonial and Foreign Laws Generally and in their Conflict with 


account is a valuable precaution, inasmuch as the purchaser's | Each Other and with the Law of England. New Edition. 


solicitors thus ascertain that there is a capital account in exist- | 
ence (which is not always the case) and have the opportunity of 
detecting any non-disclosure of equities, such as the right of the 
tenant for life to be paid sums out of capital on a reversion 
falling into the testator’s estate (see /’e Earl of Chesterfield’s 
Trusts, 1883, 24 Ch, D. 643), or in respect of income lost by 
improper or unfortunate investments of capital: see Je Bird, 
(1901, 1 Ch. 916) and Le Atkinson (1904, 2 Ch. 160). So far | 
as the writer is aware, this precaution is seldom adopted, owing 
no doubt to the expense and delay involved. The advantages | 
of aninspection of the capital account are so great that probably 
in the future purchasers will more often adopt this precaution—— 
at any rate in cases where the accounts are not voluminous and 
complicated. It is submitted that in any case the accounts ought 
to be carefully investigated where the vendor is or has been a 
trustee. 
(To be continued.) 


Reviews. 
Contempt of Court. 





OswaLp’s Contempt or Court. By the late James Francis | 
OswaLp,Q.C. Tairp Eprrion. By Greorce Stuart Ropertson, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


Even at the risk of serving up again the crambe repetita of time- 
worn jests, we feel it necessary to preface this review by reminding 
the reader that the late Mr. Oswald’s work on Contempt of Court | 
was said to have been bred of an unique practical familiarity with | 
the subject. Certainly it is not a subject with which the average | 


Under 
the General Editorship of ALEXANDER Woop RENToN and GEorGE 


|GrRenviLLte Puriumore, B.C.L., Barristers-at-Law. In Six Vols. 


Vol 3. Sweet & Maxwell (Lisfited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
Torts.—An Analysis of Sir Frederick Pollock’s Law of Torts for 
Students. By J. K. Mannoocn, LL.B. ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
Rentcharges —The Finance Act, 1910, as it Affects Land 
Subject to Rentcharges : being a Supplement to Easton on Rent 
charge. By J. M. Easton, Barrister-at-Law ; Stevens & Haynes. 


Correspondence. 


Private Bills. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—The statement in the Sottcrrors’ JouRNAL of last week that 
the time for petitioning against private Bills has es and that 
only 18 Bills out of 128 are opposed, is calculated to do much harm, 
inasmuch as the time for petitioning against private Bills originating 
in the House ot Commons does not expire until February 11th, and 
in the House of Lords until February 18th, and there are more likely 
to be 500 petitions against the 128 Bills than 18. 

The time for depositing memorials against Bills on Standing Orders 


| expired on January 9th, but this is quite a minor matter compared 
| with petitions. 


As your nes is read by a large number of solicitors whose clients 
may be intending to petition against private Bills, the statement that 
the time for petitioning has elapsed may seriously affect those who, 
like ourselves, are Parliamentary agents. BAKER & Co. 

54, Parliament-street, Westminster, Jan. 16. 

{The paragraph was, as we stated last week, inserted as an extract 
from the Evening Standard, and we are obliged to our correspondents 
for their correcticn of the erroneous statement it contained.— Ep. S.J. 
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New Orders, &c. 


Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. 

RULES OF COURT REGULATING PROCEEDINGS IN 
APPEALS TO THE HIGH COURT IN ENGLAND 
UNDER THE FINANCE (1909-10) ACT, 1910, SECTLON 
33 (4). 

1. Appeal to be hy petition—Any person aggrieved by the 
decision of a referee under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, who 
desires to appeal to the High Court against the decision, shall pro 
ceed by filing in the King’s Remembrancer’s Department of the 
Central Office a petition setting forth specifically the several facts 
and contentions of law upon which he alleges that the decision of 
the referee was erroneous, and stating an address at which docu- 
ments may be served upon him. 

2. Time for apvealing.—A petition of appeal under these rules 
must be filed within one month trom the date of the decision of the 
referee, and a copy of the petition must, within seven days after the 
filing of the petition, be served by the appellant upon the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue. 

3. Notice of admissions by respondents.—Within ten days after | 
the service of a copy of the petition upon the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, the Commissioners shall serve upon the appellant 
a notice stating whether, and to what extent, they admit the facts 
stated in the petition. 

4. Notice to be given by respondents of facts and contentions of law 
relied on.—(1) Within twenty eight days after the service of a copy 


of the petition upon the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, the Com- | 
missioners shall serve upon the appellant a further notice stating | 


the facts and the contentions of law upon which they themselves 
intend to rely at the hearing, and (if they so think fit) requiring the 
appellant to admit those facts. 

(2) The appellant, if he is so required to admit facts shall, and in 
any case may, within ten days after service upon him of the notice 
required to be served by the Commissioners under this rule, serve 
upon by the Commissioners a notice stating whether, and to what 
extent, he admits the facts stated in the notice served by the Com- 
missioners. 

5. Setting down petition for hearing.—U pon the expiration of ten 
days after the service of the notice required to be served by the 
Commissioners under the last preceding rule all matters shall, 
except to the extent admitted by both parties, be deemed to be at 
issue, and upon the expiration of seven loos after the date on which 
the matter is deemed to be at issue, the appellant, or the Com- | 
missioners, may set the petition down for hearing upon the revenue | 
side of the King’s Bench Division of the High Court. 

6. Power to order petition to be heard in Chancery Division or | 
at Axsizes.—(1) The Court or a judge may order that the petition 
shall be heard before a judge of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court, the judge to be ascertained by rota in the usual way, or at | 
Assizes. 

(2) Where an order is made that a petition shall be heard at | 
Assizes, Order XXXVI., Rules 238 aol 28 of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court,.1883, shall apply, and for the purpose of those 
Rules as so applied the appellant shall be deemed to be the | 
plaintiff. 

7. Evidence at hearing.—Unless by consent, or otherwise ordered, 
only oral evidence shall be admitted to the hearing. 

&. Parties limited to grounds stated in petition and notice.—The 
appellant shall not without the leave of the court be entitled to rely 
upon any facts or contentions of law other than those stated in the 
petition, and the Commissioners shall not without the leave of the 
court be entitled to rely upon any facts or vontentions of law other 
than those stated in the notice required to be served by them under 
these rules. 

9. Discovery of documents.—(1) It shall be the duty of the 
appellant and the Commissioners of Inland Revenue respectively to | 
exchange lists of all documents in their possession relating to the 
matter at issue, and’ to give each other inspection at all reasonable 
times of any of those documents which may not be protected by any | 
privilege, and, if so required, to provide copies thereof on the usual | 
terms. 

(2) Lf the Commissioners are dissatisfied with the list so supplied 
by the appellant they may apply to the Court or a judge for an 
order for discovery of documents in the same manner and to the 
same extent as a party to an action in the High Court, but in con- 
sidering any such application the Court or judge shall take into account 
the willingness or otherwise of the Commissioners to disclose, or 
allow inspection of, any documents in their possession. 

10. Admission of certain material as prima facie evidence.—The 
Court or a judge may, at any stage of the proceedings, either upon or 
without the application of either party, order that any material, 
whether strictly admissible as evidence or not, which in the opinion 
of the Court or judge ought, having regard to the question of costs 





| or otherwise, fairly to be admitted as primd facie evidence of any 
fact, shall be primd facie evidence of that fact so as to shift the 
burden of proving the contrary on to the other party. 


ll. Extension of time for appealing and for serving documents,— 
The court or a judge may extend the time for filing or serving a 
petition of appeal, or for serving any notice, under these rules upon 
such terms (if any) as the justice of the case may require, and any 
such extension may be ordered although the application for the same 
is not made until after the expiration of the time allowed under 
these rules. 

12. Amendment of petition, The court or a judge may at any stage 
of the proceedings allow the amendment of the petition, or of any 
notices under these rules, upon such terms as the court or judge 
may think right. 

13. Petition to he pleading within Order XLX., Rule 27.—A petition 
of appeal under these rules shall be deemed to be a pleading within 
Order XIX., Rule 27, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, and that 
rule shall apply accordingly. 

14. Power to stay procee lings tell duty paid or secured,—( 1) Where 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue claim that any sum is due from 


| theappellant by way of duty they may apply for an order that proceed- 


ings on the appeal shall be stayed until the appellant has paid, or 
has given security for, the duty claimed. 

(2) Any such application shall be by summons before a judge at 
chambers, and the Commissioners shall deliver to the appellant, 
together with the summons, a copy of any affidavit which they intend 
to use at the hearing of the summons. 

(3) The judge shall make such order on any such summons as 
seems to him reasonable in the circumstances of the case, and any 
order so made may, on a like application made either by the Com- 
missioners or the appellant, be subsequently varied or discharged. 

15. Service of documents.—Any notice or other document required 


| or authorised to be served upon or sent to the Commissioners of 


Inland Revenue under these rules shall be sufficiently served or sent 
if sent by post in a prepaid letter addressed to the Solicitor ot Inland 
Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C., and any notice or other 
document required or authorised to be served upon or sent to an 
appellant under these rules shall be sufficiently served or sent by 
post in a prepaid letter addressed to him at his address for service 
as stated in his petition, and, unless the contrary is proved, any 
notice or document sent as aforesaid shall be deemed to have been 
served at the time at which the letter would be delivered in the 
ordinary course of post. 

16. Affidarits.—All affidavits to be used in any proceedings under 
these rules shall be filed in the King’s Remembrancer’s Department. 

17. Saving for right of Crown.—Nothing in these rules shall be 


| construed to affect any right vested in the Crown by virtue of the 


Royal Prerogative. 

18. Short title and commencement.—These rules may be cited as 
the Rules of the Supreme Court (Finance (1909-10) Act), 1911, and 
shall come into operation on the first day of February, 1911. 

The 16th of January, 1911. 

(Signed) Loresurn, C. 
ALversTongE, C.J. 
H. H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
A. M. CHANNELL, J. 
R. J. Parker, J. 
P. O. LAWRENCE. 
S. A. T. Row art. 


Notice as to the “ Warned List.” 


For every Nisi Prius Court, except the Commercial Court or Court 
for taking ord. 14, there shall be, on and after the 30th of January, 
1911, a warned list, to be prepared by the associate with the approval 
of the judge in charge of each list, which shall contain the names of all 
cases likely to be heard within the next three days. 

It shall be the duty of the solicitor of each party to attend by him- 
self or his clerk before the associate, in Room 474, between the hours 
of 11.30 a.m. and 1 p.m. on the first day on which the case is in the 
warned list, and to give all possible information as to the probable 
length of the case, and as to any matter which is likely to cause the 
case to be postponed or not tried. 

If the solicitor of none of the parties so attends the case shall be put 
and remain at the bottom of the warned list and marked with a star, 
and if no solicitor attends within three days the cause shall go to the 
bottom of the three weeks’ list, unless the judge otherwiee orders. 

All information so given shall be treated by the associate as confi- 
dential. 


Clerkenwell County Court. 
NOTICE. 


(1) It has been decided to set aside a special full week in each 
calendar month or at such other interval as may from time to time be 
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decided upon by the judge for the purpose of hearing all the contested 
ordinary cases over £20, unless otherwise specially arranged. 

As at the time of issue it will not be known whether cases over £20 | 
will be contested or not, all such cases will be issued for the Mondays | 
or Thursdays, as the case may be, during the “ special weeke,”’ the 
latter day being appointed as a return day, so as not to shut out | 
ordinary summonses over £20, which are too late to entered for 
Monday. 

As soon as the returns of service of the summonses issued for “‘ the 
special week ’’ have been received, and it has been ascertained by letter | 
from the solicitors or otherwise, which cases will be | 
contested, and long they will probably take to be heard, notice 
will be given to the parties, or to the solicitors if entered on the record, | 
on which day during that week they are to attend at the court. If the 
summonses set apart for Monday are not finished on that day they will 
be continued on the next or other convenient day in the week and so 
on during the week 

2) No judgment 
weeks 

3) T he 
default 
the 
unde1 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Rte McEACHARN, GAMBLES McEACHARN. Eve, J. 12th Jan. 
Witt—Biank Lerr ror Names or Trustees—RevocaTION Lire 
InteRest—-Errect on Girts 1x Remainper—Fire INsuRANCE—OBLIGA 
rion ON Trustees to INsure—Trvustee Act, 1893, s. 18. 
1 blank wae left in a will aa if tor the pur pose of inae rting the names 
trustees, which were duly inserted in other parte of the will 
Held, that in the of evidence that the teatator intended to 
All up the blank, the court could not aay that the names were omitted 
snad verte ntly 

{ revocation of a life interest doea not of iteelf operate to re voke the 
sntereata 

In the 
eqainat loas 


be 


parties or their 


how 


summonses will be heard during the “ special 


during the special week, and will take 
which may be made returnable during that week 
Should any of be contested (whether 
they will be heard in the ordinary course. 


gistrar will sit 


re 
Summonhees, 


these cases 


usual way 


£20 or ove 








oF 


of 


abaence 


in remainder. 
of ¢ rpre aa 
by fire, and pay the premiums out of imcome. 

By hie will, Sir Malcolm McEacharn appointed his wife, Mary Ann 
\MicEacharn, and two other persons executors and trustees of his will. 
He directed his Australian truetees to hold his Australian property 

upon trust to pay the same over to the said Mary Ann MecEacharn | 
from time to time, as and when the same shall be received.”’ 

English property to his Englieh trustees upon trust for 
life, and after her death upon trust for his three children 
in equal shares, to be settled as therein mentioned on his children and 
By a codicil, bearing the same date as his will, the testator 
Fila should derive no benefit under his will 
therein named. By a second codicil, 
the testator directed that daughter 
under his will, but that his son should receive 
In the will as engrossed for signature only 


abaence provision trustees are not hound to insure 


He gave his 
his wife for 


their 
directed that hie daughter 
if she 
hearing the 
hould 
the portion allotted to her. 
the name of Lady McEacharn was ineerted as a trustee, a blank being 
it the names of the other trustees These blanks were filled in 
throughout the will by the testator with the names of the other trustees 
in the the blank was left blank 
summons was taken out by the trustees to have it determined 
the onstruction of the will, the Australian pro 
or was payable to, the English trustees, or, alterna 
widow was a trustee of it for the English trustees ; 
revocation made in the second codicil of the gift to the 
to her life estate in the ehare given to her, or 
the interests of the remaindermen in such share ; 
to the mansion 


issue 


certain 
same date, 
no benefit 


his said 


receive 


Tor 


except clause above set out, where 
This 
1) Whether, 
perty belonged to, 
whether the 
whether the 
daughter applied only 
hether it extended to 
and 3 whether the 
premises out of the rents and profits. : 

Eve, J he testator executed his will on the 27th of August, 
it not immaterial to note that he executed two codicils on 
same day The will was prepared for signature with certain blanks left 
for the names of the trustees. Whether the testator had not made up 
his mind or whether he did not wish to disclose the names of the trus 
does not appear, but the fact the blanks were left. 
testator filled up all the blanks except one with the names of two 
but on page 3 he directed his Australian trustees to pay 
Australian property to his wife, and then 
left for the names of the othe 
truetees. On that hypothesis the will is consistent throughout. 
blank not bridged over in any and therefore the trust of 
proceeds reads as an absolute gift to the wife. But it is said that this 
is inconsistent with what goes before and what follows It 
behalf of the remaindermen that when the whole will 
conclusion ie irresistible that the testator omitted the 
I agree that the will was prepared on that footing, 
determine what was intended by the testator 
a man who often changed his mind, and changed 
as the codicils show. There is therefore nothing 
to the conclusion that he changed his mind on 


At least, the onus lies on the remaindermen to | 
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on true 


tively, 


trustees ought insure house and 


1909, 


the 


and Ie 


remains that 
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the proceeds of his 


followed a blank, apparently 


over i 
two 
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is way, 
matruction 
it « ntended on 
s looked at the 
mmes by accident 
but what I to 
He was apparently 
it twice in one day, 
improbable in coming 
this particular point 


18 


have 


| that disposition.”’ 


| Rashleigh ; Sargant ; Crowdy. 


show that he intended to fill in the blank. That onus has not been dis 
charged, and therefore I am not in a position to say that the names 
were omitted inadvertently, and I must construe the will as I find it, 
Then it is said alternatively that the widow must be treated as a 
trustee. Some colour is given to this contention by the absence of such 
words as ‘‘ absolutely ’’ or ‘‘ for her benefit.’’ But there is nothing here 
to show that the widow takes otherwise than beneficially, and I cannot 
therefore impose upon her the character of trustee. With regard to the 
second question as to revocation, the testator by his will gave his English 
property to his wife for life, with remainder to his children and their 
issue. On the same day he made a codicil by which he directed that his 
daughter should derive no benefit under his will in case she married a 
certain person. If that contingency had happened, I think the revoca- 
tion would only have extended to the life interest. But that codicil 
was superseded by another, whereby he directed that his daughter 
should receive no benefit under his will ; and the question arises whether 
the revocation affects only the gift to the daughter or extends to the 
interests of the remaindermen. The principle of the decision in Me 
Whitehorne (1906, 2 Ch. 121) is to be found in Alt v. Gregory 
(8 D. M. & G. 221), where Turner, L.J., said : ‘* The testator there 
stops in his recital with the gift to his son. Had he meant to alter 
the disposition in favour of his grandchildren he would have recited 
Here the testator stops at the gift to his daughter 
and makes no reference to grandchildren. I think, therefore, he in 
tended only to exclude the daughter, and that the revocation does not 
extend to the remaindermen. With regard to the third point, the ques 
tion arises whether the trustees ought to insure the mansion houee and 
premises against fire, and pay the premiums out of income. It is con 
tended : (1) That there is an explicit trust for the payment of necessary 
expenses, and that this is a necessary expense ; and (2) that the trustees 
have power under section 18 of the Trustee Act, 1893, to insure, and 
that they ought to exercise that power. I cannot accede to either con 
tention. A policy of insurance may be a proper expense for a trustee 
to incur, but it is not a necessary expense. If it were a necessary ex 


| pense, then neglect on the part of the trustees to insure would make 


them personally liable. But it is obvious from Bailey v. Gould (4 
Y. & C. 221) that the court does not hold trustees liable as for wilful 
default on non-insurance against fire. According to Lewin on Trusts, 
p. 702, trustees are justified in insuring, but it is not euggested that 
the section alters the incidence of payments as between tenant for life 
and remaindermen. Unless, therefore, I can find an obligation to insure 
in the will, I ought not to hold that the trustees are bound to insure 
out of income. I do not say what the trustees ought to do; I only 
say that they are not bound to insure out of income.—CounseL, A. (. 
Nesbitt; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Quin; Stewart Smith, K.C., and 
Soxricirors, Wadeson d: Malleson. 
[Reported by 8. E. Witt1ams, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


WOODBRIDGE & SONS v. BELLAMY. C.A. No. 2. 12th Jan. 


SoLiciroR—AGREEMENT BY CLERK NOT TO CARRY ON THE PROFESSION 
A SoLictror—PRonisitep ArEA—OrFice OvutsipeE AREA—ADDRESSIN«: 
Letrers WITHIN AREA. 

The defendant, on entering the plaintiffs’ service, agreed that he 
would not at any time carry on the profession of a@ solicitor. either 
directly or indirectly within a prohibited area. After leaving the plain 
tiffs’ service the defendant opened an office outside the prohibited areu. 
On one soccasion he was consulted by a client who lived within th 
area, and wrote letters in connection with the matter both to the client 
and to another person who lived within the area. 

Held, that this was not such a breach of the agreement as to justify 
the court in granting an interlocutory injunction, 

Decision of Eve, J., reversed. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Eve, J. (reported ante, p. 126), 
on a motion to restrain the defendant from carrying on the profession 
of a solicitor within a certain area in breach of an agreement to that 
effect. The plaintiffs were a firm of solicitors carrying on business at 
Brentford and in London, and in March, 1902, they advertised for a 
managing clerk. In reply to such advertisement the defendant, a 
solicitor, called on the plaintiffs at their London office, and, subject te 
references, was engaged by them at a salary of £140. On the 4th of 
April the plaintiffs wrote : ‘‘ We shall be glad to engage your services 
and to have the benefit of them atthe earliest moment. We understand 
from your letter that you can be with usonthe 17th. We shall be glad if 
you will be here on that date accordingly.’’ On the 16th of April the 
defendant commenced his duties, and on that date he signed the follow 
ing agreement: ‘‘ In consideration of your agreeing to employ me in 
your business as solicitors at your offices at Serjeants’ Inn and Brent 
ford in the capacity of conveyancing clerk at both offices and as repre 
sentative advocate at Brentford at a ealary of £140 per annum, | 
hereby undertake and agree that I will not at any time during my 
employment or after the determination thereof : (1) Divulge or disclose 
secrets or information coming to my knowledge in the course of my 
employment or relating to the business; (2) carry on within five miles 
of the Town Hall, Brentford, the profession of a solicitor eithet 
directly or indirectly." The defendant remained with the plaintiffs’ 
firm until March, 1909, when he left on a three months’ notice, and 
took an office outside the prohibited area, though he continued to 
























on dis 
names 
ind it, 
as a 
bf such 
g here 
cannot 
to the 
Lnglish 
their 
hat his 
Tied a 
eVOva- 
rodicil 
ughter 
hether 
to the 
in Ne 
egory 
there 
alter 
ecited 
ghter 
e in 
8S not 
ques 
> and 
com 
sfary 
isteus 
and 
con 
ustee 
’ & 
nake 
d (4 
ilful 
usts, 
that 
life 
sure 
sure 
only 
c. 




















































and 













«dh 


ING 








en. 
the 


put 








ify ‘ 





















I 


” 












Jan. 21, 191. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 55.] 


205 











reside at Brentford. Subsequently the plaintiffs discovered that the 
defendant had done business for a former client of the plaintiffs’ resid- 
ing within the prohibited area, though the business was transacted at 
the defendant’s London office. Eve, J., was of opinion that the act 
complained of was a breach of the agreement, and he granted an inter- 
locutory injunction in the terms of the notice of motion. The defen- 
dant usalea. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and 
Kennepy, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This is an appeal from an order of Eve, J., 
made on an interlocutory application restraining the defendant from 
carrying on the profession of a solicitor contrary, as is alleged, to the 
terms of an agreement that he has entered into. Various points are 
capable of being raised, but, in my judgment, it is sufficient to dispose 
of the case on one ground. The defendant admittedly executed the 
agreement of 1902. The injunction goes on the fact that there has 
been a breach of that agreement. The defendant left the plaintiffs’ 
service in 1909; he then took an office in the Strand, London, where, 
in his own name, he holds himself out as a solicitor entitled to prac- 
tise. That is, of course, well outside the radius of five miles from 
Brentford. What has it been proved that he has done? With great 
respect for Eve, J., I am entirely unable to follow the consequences 
that he deduces from the facts stated in his judgment. I ask myself 
what is the meaning of a covenant by a solicitor that he will not within 
a given radius carry on the business of a solicitor. Is it possible to 
say that a solicitor carries on business as a solicitor in every place to 
which, on behalf of a client, he writes a letter making a demand upon 
someone? It seems to me that that proposition is too outrageous to 
require examination. We are asked to say that certain acts, which are 
not proved here, might or might not be carrying on the profession of a 
solicitor. I am not disposed to go into that in the present case. There 
may, of course, be a colourable evasion of an agreement as there was in 
Turner v. Evans (2 De G. M. & G. 740}, but we have nothing like 
that here. We are asked to say that the covenant amounts to this, ‘“‘ I 
will not do business for any client living within the area.’’ <A solicitor 
wishing to impose such a restriction on his clerk must not use the 
general language of this agreement; he must use far more precise terms. 
If I had taken a different view of the meaning of this covenant there 
would be a grave doubt whether, as so interpreted, it would not be 
unreasonable. However, on the facts, as undoubtedly proved, the de- 
fendant has carried on his business in the Strand and not within a 
radius of five miles from Brentford. I say nothing as to what may 
be proved at the trial of the action. The injunction must be dis- 
charged. 

FLETCHER Movtton, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Bucktey, L.J., in the course of a judgment allowing the appeal, said 
that, in his opinion, the case of Edmundson v. Render (1905, 2 Ch. 
520) had no bearing on the present case.—Counsex, Clayton, K.C., and 
Bovill; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., Grant, K.C., and Ribton. 
W. H. Bellamy; W. H. Dale. 

{Reported by J. I. Srintrve, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the hall of the society, on Friday, the 27th January, at two o'clock, 
for the purposes hereinafter mentioned. 

Mr. Charles Ford will ask :—(1) ‘‘ Whether the Council will con 
sider the desirability of 
subscribe, say, a thousand guineas or some other suitable sum, to the 
fund being raised for providing a Memorial to His late Majesty King 


the Ist of August and end on the 30th of September, would be in the 
interest of the profession as well as of the public.’’ He said that for 
a particular time of the year and for a very long time they impeded the 
administration of justice, they put it out of gear, and they not onl 

seriously interfered with the commercial life of the country, but with 
the welfare of the profession itself. At least 90 per cent. of the 
workers of the world had no holidays at all, except a few occasional 
days each year and the seventh day rest. The small minority were 
able to give themselves holidays from time to time, but none to the 
extent to which the Bar had hitherto declared its claim. If they 
looked at the calendar for this year they would find there were fifty- 
three Sundays in the year, leaving 312 working days. According to 
the present arrangements, so far as sittings were concerned, ninety-slx 
days were holidays, leaving 226 days for work. Those 226 days in- 
cluded thirty-five Saturdays, with regard to which it was the most 
wholesome practice that in some courts there was no sitting at all and 
in others that the sitting should be very light. The result of that was 
that during the year the members of their profession got a very large 
number of days of rest. In his opinion the two months of August and 





Sovicrrors, | 


September were sufficient for every possible requirement of health and 


strength. 


ee Se accepted 


amended, 
21st of 


BLACKWELL seconded the motion, with an addition 
by Sir E. Clarke—to the effect that ‘‘ pleadings may be 
delivered, or filed in the Long Vacation on and after the 
September in any year.” 

Mr. Boypett HovGuton opposed the motion on the ground that the 
grievance which the public had until recently as regards delay had been 
removed by the appointment of two new judges. It was unreasonable 
within a few months to propose to carry out a new remedy for a 
disease which they firmly believed would in the course of a month or 
two become non-existent. He opposed the motion also in the interests 
of the Bar generally. 

Mr. Avsten CaRTMELL said that so far as Chancery work was con- 
cerned, the interests of the public did not require that the Long 
Vacation should be shortened by a single day. The Chancery Courts 
were well up to their work; they had no arrears. The system of linked 
judges had worked admirably, and every day there were applications 
to postpone the hearing because the parties were not ready. 

The motion wae lost by a large majority. 


The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee presente? 
to the eighty-third annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool : 

Members.—The eociety now consists of 404 members. 
of barristers and others, not being members, who subscribe to the 
During the past year fourteen new members have 


The number 


Library is sixty-six. 


| been elected. During the same period six members have died and nine 


| thanks to Mrs. Warr. 


inviting the members of the profession to | 


Edward VII., or whether—in the alternative—the Council will increase | 


out of the funds of the society the subscription of one hundred 
guineas already voted by the Council for such Memorial? ”’ (2) ‘‘ In 
what cases have the Council during the past five years refused to 
make education grants; and upon what basis is the total grant at 
present limited to £2,150? ”’ 

S. P. B. Buckni1t, Secretary. 


Annual Genera! Meeting of the Bar. 


The annual general meeting of the Bar was held on Wednesday. 
The Attorney-General, who presided, said that the past year had been 
comparatively uneventful. The most important event had 
appointment of two additional judges of the King’s Bench Division, 
and he was glad to state that that step had proved most beneficial to 
the interests of the public at large. The result had been that arrears 
had been very considerably reduced. 

Mr. W. EnGiisu Harrison, K.C. (chairman of the General Council), 
in moving the adoption of the annual statement of the Council, said 
that the Council had prepared and furnished to the Divorce Commis- 
sion particulars and statistics to shew the present congested condition 
of business of the county courts and the difficulty of obtaining con 
tinuity of trial. Their contention was that the county courts, under 
the present system were hardly fitted for the trial of a case which was 
likely to occupy any substantial length of time—a day or a day and a 
half—and that therefore no proposal to confer jurisdiction in divorce 
and matrimonial causes on the county courts should be entertained. 

Mr. Levetr seconded the motion, which was adopted. 

Sir Epwarp Crarke, K.C., moved : ‘‘ That, in the opinion of the 
Bar, a shortening of the Long Vacation, by which it would begin on 





been the | 





members have ceased to belong to the society. 

“Warr”? Mmorial.—Mrs. A. F. Warr has kindly presented to the 
society a bronze cast of the marble bust which was placed in the 
Library of the University of Liverpool, and which forms part of the 
public memorial to the late Mr. A. F. Warr. The cast has been placed 
in the library of the society, and the committee desire to record their 


Legal Education.—The Board of Legal Studies and the Faculty of 
Law in the University of Liverpool have during the past year arranged 
courses of lectures and classes on all subjects covered by the inter 
mediate and final examination’ of the Law Society, as well as on the 
subjects necessary for students reading for a law degree in the Univer 
The number of lectures delivered and classes held during the 
was 713, divided into seventy-nine courses, and the number ef 
class entries was 585. The lectures and classes covered elementary and 
advanced courses in the following subjects :—Conveyancing, Real Pro 
perty, Personal Property, Equity, Contracts, Torts, Commercial Con 
tracts, Bankruptcy, Bills of Sale, Company Law, Insurance, Admiralty 
Law and Practice, Ecclesiastical Law, Negotiable Instruments, Carriage 
of Goods. Libel and Slander, Criminal Law, Proceedings before Justices, 
Probate and Divorce, Evidence, Civil and Criminal Procedure, Conflict 


sity. 
session 


of Laws. Roman Law, Jurisprudence, English Constitutional Law, 
Stephen’s Commentaries, and Book-keeping. The committee ask for 
rks the 


the co-operation of the members by urging upon their artic led cle 
importance of availing themselves of the facilities provided by the 


Law School. ? : 
«© Rupert Bremner’? Medal.—Mr. George F. Bremner and Mr. W. 


Ernest Corlett kindly offered to found a prize in memory of the late 
Mr. Rupert Stanley Bremner, for many years a member of the society. 
The committee gratefully accepted the offer, and desire to record their 
thanks to Mr. Bremner and Mr. Corlett for their generous gift. The 
donors expressed the wish that the prize should take the form of « 
gold medal, to be provided out of the interest arising from a sum of 
£150 invested in Mersey Dock securities, and be competed for by cap 
didates not above twenty-five years of age, who shall have bee 
originally articled to solicitore practising in Liverpool, and shall have 
than two-thirds of the entire period of service unde 

articles in that city. The prize is to be awarded to the student wh. 
from among the candidates for the honours examinations of the Law 
Society in anv vear is reported by the examiners as having shown him 
eelf best acquainted with the principles of Law and Procedure in 
matters usually determined or administered in the King s Bench Division 
of the High Court and in Bankruptcy. The committee desire to exprets 
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the thanks of the so iety to the council of the Law Society, 
kindly undertaken the award of the prize. ‘ 
Civil Lusiness in Lancashire.—The new arrangements for the conduct 
of civil brsiness in Lancashire, inaugurated by the Privy Council Order 
of July, 1909, under which a judge of the King’s Bench Division is 
wmeigned to tak ivil business set down for each of the sittings of the 
High Court at Manches and Liverpool, has so far worked well, and 
has undoubte 
issize system M Justice Grantham, in his addresses to the grand 
jury both at M d Liverpool, at the last spring assizes, criti 
cived the nev rangements unfavou ibly 
on the fact that the civil and criminal business did not always com 
time at Manchester o1 Liverpool. On the 15th of 

gned by eighty menthers of the Northern Circuit, 

Lord Chief Justice, requesting ‘‘ that an endeavour 

cure the amendment of so much 

Council as requires the Crown sittings of the courts 

of assize at M ester and Liverpool to be held on days different from 
those fixed f t he il sittings at those places, and, further, to enable 
the sittings to be held for such a length of time as to do away with the 
necessity for t resumed sittings.". The memorial was referred by 
the Lord Chief Justice to a committee of judges, with Mr. Justice 
ind the committee were invited to forward to 
observations which they desired to make 
upon the me The committee regarded the principle of resumed 
sittings as ar ntial feature in the effective working of the new 
arrangement, and ter conferring with the committee of the Manchester 
Law Association the views of the two societies were embodied in a 
joint memorial to the Lord Chief Justice. At Lye request of the com 
mittee of judges the presidents of the Manchester and Liverpool societies 
waited upon t ind conferred with ‘om on various points. 
As a result of the smasunitlane of the committee of judges the 
Ord in Cour f the 28th of June, 1909, was amended so as to en 


hester at 


supersession Ot 


Grantham ae Lirmal 
the committs f judges any 


mmittee 


sure a Tar as 
Manchester du z the whole time that the judge taking criminal busi 
ness is sitting the ind shall not, unless it 1s unavoidable, sit at either 
of such cities e the assizes are being held at Appleby, Carlisle, or 
Lancaster The amended order also provides that at each assizes Liver 
Do shall be the first city and Manchester the second city, with power for 
the Lord Chief Justice to direct that Manchester shall be the firet and 
Liverpool the s re ity for any judicial year commencing the 12th 
of October 

Taxation f "oats Liverpool Diatrict Reqiatry Re R. W. Stead 
(/ FR. 1910, 2 ; } 713 The attention of the committee was 
called by Mr. A Mather to the derision in the above case, which 
arose out of a 
Divisi \ ginating eummons for an order 
Solicitors Act 45 refer to the district registrar for taxation a 
solicitor’s bil f r non-contentious business. The matter was 
referred by tl egistrar to the late Mr. Justice Walton, who 
dismissed the summons presumably on the ground that the district 
registrar had 1 risdiction to tax the bill, and his decision was 
affirmed by t Appeal. The Master of the Rolls held that 
onder ord. 65 2 the judge had power to make the order for taxa 
tion on an originating summons issued in the district registry, but held 
and the other members of the court agreed with him—that the taxa 
tion was bound to take place in the taxing office in London, the district 
registrar not being the proper officer of the court to tax a bill for non 
contentious business. He pointed out that whilst the district registra: 
at Liverpool or Manchester was, by ord. 35, r. 6a, made the taxing 
officer in matters proceeding in the registry in the Chancery Division, he 
could find no authority 
matters proceeding in the King’s Bench Division, except such as was 
contained in rule 4 of the same order, and that was only when a final 
judgment was given. In view of the ingonvenience which would arise 
af it should be held, consequent upon the foregoing opinion of the 
Master of the Rolls, that a district registrar had no power to tax costs 
in an action in the King's Bench Division before the entry of final judg 
ment, and also to remove any donbt as to the power of the district 
eegistrars at Liverpool and Manchester to tax costs under the Solicitors 
Act, the committee communicated with the 
Master of the Rolls, and submitted draft amendments to the rules to 
meet both points The committee desire to acknowledge the valuable 
assistance rendered by Mr. Mather, and they are pleased to report that 
the suggested amendments have been accepted by the Rule Committee, 
and the altered rules are now in force. 

Poor Man's Lawyer.—The committee of the Poor Man’s Lawye1 


Sench 


Department have reported that the number of cases dealt with at the | 


Victoria Settlements and the University Settlement since the inaugura 
tion of the scheme in July, 1909, up to the Ist of November this year 
és 695. Of these about seventy cases were further 
solicitors on the rota, and the applicant advised as to the proper 
course to take. Both Settlements have appointed competent persons to 


make investigations regarding the means of the applicants in compliance | 


with the regulations laid down by this society. 

Workmen's Compensation icf, 1906.—The Liverpool Steam Ship 
Owners’ Association 
law societies and chambers of commerce ehould join in making repre 


sentation to the authorities as to the necessity for the courts devoting | 
fo deal promptly with applications under this Act. It | 


a sufficient time 
was pointed out that in many courts applications do not come on for 
hearing for six weeks or more after the request for arbitration is filed. 
The committee expressed their willingness to co-operate in making the 


sible, that the civil judge shall sit at Liverpool and | 





nin the Manchester District Registry (King’s | 
under the | 


given to a district registrar to tax costs in | 


Lord Chancellor and the 


investigated by the 


communicated with this society, suggesting that the | 





who here } following 1 representations :—** (1) That the ‘period between service of 


| proceedings and the hearing day should be reduced to fourteen days in 
the case of an arbitration, and ten days in the case of a review, the 
registrar having power to " extend the time or expedite the hearing in 
either case, and that any necessary abridgments of time consequent on 


| these alterations should bé made in other rules. (2) That workmen's 
| compensation cates should be put in a list available for inspection on, 


! pre > » be a considerable improvement on the old | 


and particularly commented | 


the previous day. (3) That all questions of apportionment, payment 
to widows, and similar non-contentious work should be taken either in 
chambers or on regular days, when there is no other workmen's com 
pensation business awaiting hearing. (4) That there should be power 


| to the registrar to postpone the issue of execution on good cause shewr 
| (5) That there should be power to the judge to fix a lump sum in 


respect of costs. (6) That the particulars to be given by applicants 
should include the names of employers and the rates of.earnings during 
the last preceding twelve months, and that there should be power to 


| order delivery of further and better particulars. 


| Baines, of 1, 


| street, Cheapside, E.C. 
commissioner, 


Solicitors Acts Amendment Bill, 1910.—A Bill was introduced 

the House of Commons last session by a private member, by which 
inter alia, it was sought to provide that any person who should have 
served twelve years in a solicitor’s office should be entitled to proceed 
to the final examination. The committee were of opinion that the Bill 
was one which should be opposed, and they requested the Liverpool 
members of Parliament to oppose the second reading. The promoters 
of the Bill did not, however, proceed with the measure. 


The Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors’ was held at the Law 


| Society's Hall on Thursday, the 12th of January, 1911, Mr. F. W 


Emery in the chair. The other directors present were: Mr. P. W 
Chandler, Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. W. P. Richardson, Mr. J. E. W. 
Rider, Mr. G. L. Stewart, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, 
and the eecretary (Mr. E. E. Barron). The sum of £30 was voted for 
the relief of necessitous cases. One new member was elected, and 
other general business was transacted. 


Obituary. 
Mr. R. W. 


We regret to announce the death, on the 13th inst., of Mr. Reginald 
Wilson Pearless, solicitor, of East Grinstead, Sussex. He was admitted 
in 1869, and carried on an extensive practice in partnership with Mr. 
James Richardson Pearless, LL.B. (the registrar of the county court), 
and Mr. C. G. de Rougemont, under the firm of Pearless, Sons, & De 
Rougemont. In former years he was not an infrequent correspondent 
of this journal. He was, we believe, greatly esteemed at East Grin 
stead and in the neighbourhood. 


Pearless. 








Legal News. 
Appointments. 


has been re-elected Chairman of the Board 
of Studies in Laws of the University of London, and Mr. G. H. J. 


i 


Mr. Jonn Cutter, K.C. 


has been elected Secretary. 
Mr. Tuomas Barnes, solicitor, of the firm of Wetherfield, Son, & 
Gresham-buildings, Guildhall, London, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Justices of the Wandsworth Division. 

Mr. C. L. Norpvon, LL.B., of the firm of Messrs. Nordon & Drury, 
Cross Keys House, 56, Moorgate-street, E.C., has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. 


Hvrst, 


barrister-at-law, 


Mr. Jonn Cuartes Brooxnovuse, of Queen’s House, 8 and 9, Queen 
, solicitor, commissioner for oaths and perpetual 
has been appointed a Commissioner of the High Court 
of Judicature for the North-West Provinces of India, to administer oaths 
and take acknowledgments of married women. 

Mr. Howett Coatn, solicitor, chief assistant solicitor to the city of 
ae ig has been appointed Town Clerk of Swansea, in succession to 
Mr. J. Thomas, who has retired after holding the office for thirty-five 


years. Mr. Coath was admitted in 1902. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Georce Artuvr Goprrey and Wurriv Henry Goprrey, solicitors 
(Godfrey & Godfrey), 4 and 5, West Smithfield, London. Dec. 31. 
Such businees will be per on in the future by the said Wilfrid 
Henry Godfrey. [Gazette, Jan. 15. 
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General. 


Lord Welby writes to the Times to complain that, having been sum- 
moned as a witness in a case at the Royal Courts, he was told that 
there was no waiting-room for men, and that he must wait in the 
court or outside in the corridor. The court was full, and he was 
obliged to remain outside. He was not called as witness during the 
whole day, and had to walk or sit on a wooden bench in a draughty 
corridor for five hours—that is, till the court rose. He aeks if this 
was not an unnecessary penalty to inflict on an old man of seventy- 
eight, whose only offence was that he had obeyed the call of the State 
to attend in aid of justice. [It appears that there are several waiting 
rooms for male witnesees on the level of the Central Hall. | 

“The surest way of finding out whether a man is a good fellow,”’ 
Sir John Holker once said to Lord James of Hereford, ‘is to see 
whether, after a day’s fighting at Nisi Prius, you want to walk back 
from Westminster to the Temple with him.’’ Lord James of Hereford 
remarked, says a writer in the Globe, in recalling Sir John Heolker’s 
saying, that he always wanted to walk homewards with Lord Halsbury. 
Two other notable opponents in the forensic arena—equally strong 
opponents, too, in the political world—have maintained the same 
friendly relations. At the banquet given to Sir Rufus Isaacs by the 
Maccabeans Sir Edward Carson described himself as the Attorney- 
General’s “‘ traditional enemy and lifelong friend.’’ One pleasing proof 
of the great friendship of these stout adversaries is that the ex- 
Solicitor-General has recently acted as ‘‘eponsor’’ to the Attorney 
General’s son on his admission at the Middle Temple. . 

At the Maidstone County Court, before his Honour Judge Emden, 
says the 7'imes, a carman applied for an award under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, having, it was asseited, suffered from neurasthenia 
as the result of an accident which he met with in May last. A doctor 
who examined the applicant stated that he could discover no signs of 
shock or anything likely to cause neurasthenia. His Honour, in dismiss- 
ing the action, said it ought not to have been brought. The applicant 
was alleged to have suffered from neurasthenia, a complaint which was 
very little heard of until the Workmen's Compensation Act came into 
operation, but which now appeared to be rapidly increasing. The 
number of workmen suffering from neurasthenia was extraordinary, and 
he felt sure that none of these workmen knew what the malady was 
until the Compensation Act was passed. The worst of these cases was 
that they destroyed the nice feeling between master and workman which 
existed before the paesing of this Act. Such cases also shewed an 
absence of self-respect and manly independence on the part of the 
workmen. If the Act in question had not been passed the court would 
not have been troubled with such a claim as that. 

The ancient hall of the Middle Temple was, says the 7'imes, on Friday 
evening in last week, the scene of an incident said to be unique in the 
history of the society—namely, the presentation to Mr. H. W. Darling, 
who holds the historic office of Chief Butler, and other offices in the 
society, with a testimonial from the society on the completion of a 
term of fifty years’ uninterrupted service. The hall was crowded at 
dinner with members of all four grades in the society—masters of the 
bench, ‘‘ ancients,’’ barristers, and students, twenty-two of the masters 
of the bench being present. At the conclusion of dinner, after grace 
had beer said, the Master-Treasurer (Mr. H. D. Greene, K.C.), address 
ing Mr. Darling in a speech which was loudly cheered, congratulated him 
on the success of his long term of office and the high esteem in which 
he was held by all the members, and mentioned the interesting fact that 
of the present benchers only six were members of the Bar when Mr. 
Darling first became Chief Butler 
Sir Alfred Wills, Sir Gainsford Bruce, Mr. Dauney, and Mr. Digby. 
The Treasurer concluded by presenting to Mr. Darling a cheque for 
£150 and a beautiful silver rose-bowl suitably inscribed; and Mr. 
Darling expressed his thanks in a short speech. 

The Lord Chief Justice, writing in the Journal of the Society of 
Comparative Legislation on the recent International Law Association 
Conference, says that one of the subjects which received more con- 
sideration than at previous conferences was that of the administration 
of the criminal law, and most interesting papers on the differences of 
the criminal procedure in France and Great Britain were read by M. 
de Monlue and Mr. Ernest Todd, and by Mr. Charteris on the 
criminal procedure in Scotland. These papers and the discussion which 
followed upon them shewed clearly that each country has much to 
learn from the other two. To an English lawyer the procedure in 
France, whereby the accused is at the early stages of proceedings sub 
jected to a severe cross-examination, and the judge presiding at the 
trial appears as an advocate, is very distasteful. On the other hand, 
the practice which prevails in England of allowing a prisoner to 
develop a defence at the trial without any notice beforehand to the 
prosecution does not promote the interests of justice; it is a snare to 
the innocent, and may at times enable the guilty to go unpunished. 
It would be well worth the while of some competent student of the 
criminal law to frame a scheme in which the best features of the 
Englich, Scottish and French systems might be combined, both as 
regards the original procedure and the right and practice on appeals. 
This subject has not hitherto very closely engaged the attention 
of the members of the arsociation. It is not saying too much 
to express the hope that the very valuable papers contributed at 
the last congrees may induce experts in criminal law in this country 
and in others to approach the problem of formulating an ideal system 
following on the work hitherto performed by the association. 





A deadlock arose in Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane’s court this week, 

says the Evening Standard, in consequence of the settlement of an 
Admiralty case. His lordship sent into the President’s court for a 
jury divorce case, and one was transferred. Counsel went to the length 
of opening the case, and then found that neither his solicitor nor 
witnesses were present. In another case it was stated that the people 
concerned were in the train on their way to town. His lordship re- 
marked that this showed great negligence on the part of solicitors. 
They had no right to assume that because there were other cases in 
the list before them their cases would not come on till late in the day 
The cases would be struck out of the list, and must be reinstated at 
the solicitors’ own expense. The cases were accordingly struck out, but 
were, later in the day, restored to the list. 
A curious judgment has, says the Evening Standard, been delivered 
in Paris in a case before the Fifth Chamber, where a M. Vallanet was 
sued by a Mme. Garsonnet for £720 on a written contract as follows : 
I promise to pay 6 per cent. on the dowry of Mme. X in case | 
marry her. Half the sum shall be paid on the day after the wedding 
and the other half during the following month.’’ The marriage took 
place, but no commission was ever paid. M. Henri Robert pleaded 
that the contract was null, as being immoral in its basis, and the judg- 
ment commenced as follows : ‘‘ Considering that matrimoniai brokerage, 
with its percentage on a dowry, assimilates marriage to an enterprise 
in which money plays an essential part; that this mercantile concep- 
tion is contrary to the intention of the law as expressed in articles 
1212 and the following ones of the civil code; that it is aleo contrary 
to good family morals; that it is still more opposed to the reforming 
ideas of our time which tend towards giving a conjugal union the fragile 
foundation of love. Considering that the courts ought now to throw 
it’’ (brokerage) ‘‘ out of their decisions, with all the more care be 
cause by making a business of marriage divorce allows a trade to be 
made out of it which, for its exercise, finds auxiliary trades, such as 
matrimonial and divorce agencies. . . . On these grounds the 
court threw out the claim as ‘‘ immoral.”’ 

The Maccabean Society gave a dinner on Saturday ian honour of the 
appointment of Sir Rufus Isaacs to the post of Attorney-General. Mr. 
Arthur Cohen, K.C., presided, and among these present were the Lord 
Chief Justice, the Solicitor-General, Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton, Sir 
Edward Carson, K.C., and Sir George Lewis. In reply to the toast of 
his health, Sir Rufus Isaacs, says the 7'imes, remarked that he could not 
help remembering that when he made his early advent as a student of 
the Middle Temple there was one man he had looked up to as a model 





namely, Lord James, Lord Lindley, | 





to be followed—Mr. Arthur Cohen. He had also set before him as 
an example the first Jew to become a member of the English Bar, Sir 
Francis Goldsmid. It was really quite curious to see how, in some 
respects, he had travelled along the same path as he had trodden. He 
was the first Jewish member of the English Bar and the first Jew to 
take silk. He had said—and some of them had reason to be grateful for 
it—that he chose that career for himself in order that he might open it 
to the members of his community. In the year in which he (the speaker) 
was born Sir Francis Goldsmid had been elected to Parliament, and had 
represented Reading in the Liberal interest. He (the speaker) now 
occupied a house near Reading on the Goldsmid estate in which Sir 
Francis had once lived. Another exemplar that he had striven to follow 
was that of Sir George Jeseel, who had been the first Jewish Officer of the 
Crown. He thought he could lay claim to no higher distinction than this, 
that during the years he had been at the Bar he had striven to uphold the 
highest traditions of the English Bar. The Bar was not altogether a 
bed of roses. If one was successful it was all roses and no bed, and if 
unsuccessful all bed and no rose. 

In the case of a man named Studds, who was found guilty at the 
Central Criminal Court in October, 1909, of publishing a libel concerning 
Mr. William Carner, solicitor, and in which the Common Serjeant, 
before whom the trial took place, made an order under tine Costs in 
Criminal Cases Act, 1908, that the costs of the prosecution should be 
paid out of the funds of the county, counsel for the prosecution applied, 
on the 12th inst., says the 7'imes, that an order should be made for an 
increased amount of costs beyond the sum allowed by the taxing master 
of the court. Counsel said that the bill of costs presented by the solicitor 
for the prosecution to the officials of the Central Criminal Court in 
pursuance of the Common Serjeant’s order for the payment of costs 
amounted to £230. The bill had not been taxed, but an allowance of 
£30 had been made. The old law was contained in the Act 7 Geo. 4, 
chap. 64, sections 22 and 23, as amended by 14 and 15 Vict., chap.55, 
sections 2 and 5 (the Criminal Justice Administration Act). Under the 
old Act this court had been in the habit of making only small allowances, 
entirely inadequate to reimburse prosecutors for the costs incurred in 
conducting prosecutions. The Recorder had called attention to the 
dearth of private prosecutions, one reason for which, counsel said, might 
well be the smallness of the allowances. The Common Serjeant said 
he had consulted the Recorder on the question, and he agreed with him 
that under the first section of the Act of 1908, with regard to costs in 
criminal cases, the particular court which tried the case, and which 
had power to direct the costs of the prosecutor to be paid by the local 
fund, had the power to give special directions with regard to what costs 
should be paid, and that under that power he (the Common Serjernt) was 
bound, as having tried the case, to consider what directions should be 
given. He had looked through the bill of costs which had been pre- 
sented in this case, and it appeared to his mind that there was a gos d 
deal there which could not reasonably be charged to the public on 
taxation, but at the same time the amount at present allowed by the 
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taxing master was quite insufficient, and it was a case in which a special 
order should be note The libel was one which it was necessary for the 
prosecutor to bring into court, and the publication which contained the 
specific libels on him was a libel on various public officials, from judges 
downwards. He did not think that, without special circumstances, an 
order should be made for the payment of costs beyond the usual meagre 
scale customary in this court. There being special circumstances in 
this case, he should make an order that special costs should be allowed. 
He was not going to fix the amount absolutely. He thought that the 
taxing officer should again consider the bill presented for the costs of 
the prosecution, and allow all the expenses reasonably incurred in bring 
ing the case thoroughly before the court, the amount not to exceed 
100 guineas, and he would accordingly make that order. 


Royat Navat CoLiecr,  Ossonwe. —For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 


Wednesday 
Thursda: 





street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Reoistraans 1x ATTENDANCE Ox 


Mr. Justice 
Swinvew Eavy 


Mr Farmer 
Bloxam 


Theed 
Charch 
Borrer Synge 
Leach Goldschmidt 


Date Eueroevor Arrzat Court Mr. Justice 
. Rota. No, 2, Joror. 
Monday, Jan. 23 Mr Theed Mr Bloxam Mr Synge 
OBARY ...000... 24 Charch Theed Goldschmidt 
Charch Greswell 
Synge Beal 
Goldschmidt 
Greswell 


Synge 
26 Goldschmidt 
27 Greswell 
23 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ARKER. ve. 
Mr Greswell Mr Leach 
Beal Farmer 
Bloxam 


Mr, Justice 
Nevitie. 


Mr Charch 


ynge 
es Goldschmidt 
- eeeccecce Greswell 
Beal 


Mr. Justice 
Wakniveron. 


Monday, Jan. 23 Mr Beal 
Tuesday ........ 24 Bo: 
25 Borrer 
Leach Theed 
Farmer Charch 


Priday .. 
Saturda; Bloxam Synge 


Borrer 





Circuits of the ies 


The following Judges will remain in town: THE Lorp Curr JusTICE OF ENGLAND, PHILLIMORE, J., 


PickForD, J., and ScruTTON, J., 


during the whole of the Circuits ; the other Judges till their respective Commission Days. 


NOTICE. 
be taken on the first working day ; 
Business will not be taken. 


in other cases the note appended to 


Noaturry. Westra, 8, Easter, 


WINTER 
ASSIZES, 1911. 


Grantham, J. 
Lawrance, J. (1) 


J. (2) 


Wed. > i Huntingdon 
Friday ++] caveeeseeeeseeeeeere one ORMDTIAgE 
Saturday Mon., Jan. 16.. 
Monday 
Tueeday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Saturday 
Monday 


(Dore hester 
eo --{Peanton 
Appieby “| 
. ewes 
Carlisio — 
Bat., Jan. 28 | 
Et 
Fri., Feb. 3 | 
© cerepececesens [Winchester 2 oe qneeeeses 


‘.\Guildford 


Monday 6 vee ceveueneeeasseseocese © 
Tuerday ‘ a ee eats Maas : 
Wednesday , 
Saturday 
Monday 





In the case of Circuit Tow ns to Ww hich two Judges 


Miptanp, 


— (1) Ridley, J. (1) Channell, J. (1) Bray, J. (1 
Commission Days.), 7, Lowsense, | Darling, J. a Buekaiil, J. (8) Hamilton, J. as Bankes, 3% 


Fri, Mar. 3 Nottingham threwsbur 


Warwick 


In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to 


the name of the Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil 


es go there will be no alteration in the old practice. 
| 
N. Wares, N. Eastean. 


Oxrorp. 8. Wars, 


Lash, J. 


cantenenntatanene 
~.. |Dolgelly 


Ob eee nee ee cones Oeee Dose eee res 
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>. * * 
Winding-up Notices. | 
London Gasette.—Faivar Jan. 13. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES 
Liurtep 1m Cmanczry. 

Barxtox Sxatixe Rixx, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 6, directed to be 
heard Jan %. Vincent & Vincent, Budge row, solors for the petners. Notice of 
qopraring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

an 33 

Cataouro Pares, Lep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 6, directed to be heard 
Jan 3%. Webb, 8 Helen's pl, solor for the petner. Notice of os must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of J 

Comsottpatsp Gown Trust, Lro—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 9, directed to 
be heard Jan 24, Glasier, Easex at, Strand, solor for the _petner, Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 23 

Fiemax, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 20, to send their names and 
addresses, and the  aeey of their debts or claims, to John Alderson Mayo, 
Ohaurch st, Yeovil. Mayo & Son, Yeovil, solors for the liquidator 

Pascoe —— ge | — are required, on or before Jan 21, to send 

Dames an the particulars of their debts or clai to’ Charles 
Thomas Appleby, 26, Corporation Birmingbam, liquidator a 

Lomposw Gaarm Exevartor Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the pestionlace of their Gohts or claims, to John | 
William Woodthorpe, Leadenhall bidgs, Leadenhall st, liquidator ' 





Moves Soctsrr, Lro—Petn for winding u Sp paeentet Jan 7, directed to be heard 
Jan 2. Haslam & Hier-Evans, High H solors for the . Notice of 
goes must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

an 23 

Oxtma Leatazr Co, Lrp (rw Votunrtary Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 31 oA etna on addresses, and the particu lars of their debts 
or claims, to les R. Whitnal Brunswick st, Liverpool, ba ag 

Patent Woop Pires anv Tune Co, oo are or before Feb 28, to 
send their names and addresses, and the laze of their debte or claims, 0 
John George Nixon, jun, 18, Dean st, Newcastle upon Tyne, liquidator 

8. F. Hitt & Co, Lro—CSeditors are required, on or before Feb 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to William Henry 
Ambrose, 9, Courtney st, Plymouth, liquidator 

Tuomas Apams & Sons, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 10, directed, to be 
heard Jan 24. Field & Co, Lincoln's inn fields, for Grimes, Gloucester, solors for the 
petner. Metice of agpearing must seach the shove named Ret inter than 6 o'clock ® 
the afternoon of Jan 23 

W. D. Morxts, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 6, directed to be heard 
Jan 24. Piesse & Sons, 15, Old Jewry chmbrs, solors for the petners. Notice 
¢ must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
an 
ba mm py Hrrroproxs, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 3, directed to be 

the Court House, High st, Kingston, Jan 27, at 2. Styer, Fenchurch #, 
png ed pe ok Notice of pearing mint reach the above-named no laa 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
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London Gazette,—Tvurspar, Jan. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lrurrep r= Onanrozrr. 


Cusersty (15ra Scerzy) Dem Hatt Co,Lrp (tw Vouvray Lrgurpation) <a 
tors are required, on or befors Jan 27, to send names and 
the parciculars of their debts or claims, to William Innes Comins, 3, Salter’s Hall. ct, 
Cannon st, liquidator 
Houses Prorgrry snp Investuent Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presentsd 
Jan 13, directed to be heard Jan 81. Osborn, Loadenhall st, solor for Co - Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Jan 30 
Surrey Hitts Lacypeyr Ce Lrv—Petn for windi: presented Jan 6, directed to 
be heard at Kingston on Thames, Jan 27, at 2. Ba day ym Coleman st, solors 
for the Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
re in the afternoon of Jan 26 
Wiusizpon H:irroprome, Lro—Petn for winding up. presented Jan 3, directed to be 
at the Court House, t et, Kingston, on Jan 27,at2. Styer, ee, 
named not r 


a ae must reach’ the above- 
i Jan This notice is in substitution for that. 
7. @ on Jan 13, giving fea day and date of the hearing of the petn as Thursday, 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette,—Fripar, Jan. 6, 


Lowpow Grarw Ecevator Co, Lrv. 
Apexceomars & Son, Lrv. 

Natroxat Savt Co ov Venezvurta, Lop. 

W. G. Purtites & Bons, Lro, 

Gasat Wesreew Raruwar Correr Tavern Co, Lrov, 
Asseeetsz Tanwenr Co, Lro. 

Peau Corroration, 

Joux Tertow & Sons, 1. 

Smrxins (WALTHAMsrTow), 

Lorrsawortse Farexoip mg Buitpine, amp Wateaworxs Co, Lev, 
Oomwerciat Estrerrriss, Lop. 

H. J. Rorpamr & Co, Lrp, 

Sovuraer Bros, Lrp. 

Towett Sours Argican Estares, Leo. 

Lospow Pugs Mitx Assocratios, Lap. 

Baastu1aw Mica Sywpicare, Lrp. 

Ruseraw Mrxine@ Corroration, Lap (Reconstruction). 
Myzas (Accarxeron), Lrv. 

Avrxanpze & Bartey, Lop. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 10. 
Batm Synprcats, Lr. 
Sartine Suir “ Dowsa Francisca” Co, Lap, 
Prorie’s Aezncy, Lrp, 
Bacutirte Sewaer Puairication Syuprcats, Lrp. 
Aezwort, Co, Lrp. 
Kvuxvgvuxe Syupricarz, Lop, 
M. L. Co, Lrp. 
Ewen Syxpricate, Lrp. 
East ayy West O11 Srwpicars, Lrp. 
Parzacon Investment awp Reverstonany Co, Lp. 
Towms axp Country Press, Lop. 
Mazsnatts, Lro. 
Geeewacers Hitt Temperance Insrrrote asp Corres Tavern Co, Lap. 
Yorxsures Disrarcr Lienr Rattway Sywpicats, Lrp, 
Fucien’s Boor Co, Lro. 
A. RB. Macners, Lrp. 
Weston Exrvoration Synpricatsz, Lap. 
Inpiaw Ocean Sywprcate, Lap. 
8. F. Hitt & Co, Lrp, 
Bucarwomam Gare GaniGs awp Motor Caz Co, Lrv, 
Tuomas Apams & Sons, Lrp. 
Att Brezp Gear Sywprcare, Lev. 
Perro.sum Prorertizs Sywprcats, Lrp (Reconstruction). 
Avsor Fiovur Process (1906), Lrp. 
Axéto-Inpiuas Orn Syxptcate, Lrp. 
Lospow Bueman Om. Srnpicarz, Lev. 
Comso.tparep An@Lo-Jaranese Oo, Lev. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 
Messrs. Fansproruzr, Evtis, Eorrtow, Besacn & Oo,, at the Mart: Freehold 
Residential Estate (see advertisement, back page, Dec. 17). 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Poricres, Lire Isrerest awp Dasentvre Stock. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 923) of the 


above-named interests, at the Mart, Yn nee S E.v., on Thursday 
~ Sa he Lots were sold at the prices named, th 6 total amount real: Deine 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 
To £342... ase od one 
To £847... 
To £2,000 
To £1,152 
To £750 a exe 
4 about £1,073 __.... 
ENDOWMENT POLICY for 25, 000 ate ose “eo 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE for £600 |. 
LIFE INTEREST in £4,865 and other Contingent Interests ais 
DEBENTURS STOCK—Manx Electric Railway Co., Ltd. » £100 
DEBENTURE STOCK and a _ SHARES —Robert 
Arthur Theatres Co., Ltd. ° «+» Bold £278 2s, 6d. 








«+» Bold 2165 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery, 


Last Day oF Cram. 
London Gazetts.—Toxepay, Jan. 17. 
Ganvpen, Jaues, Saxmundham, Suffolk Feb 18 Roberts y Fry, Joyce,J Windus, 








Staple ion 


A CARTOON of 


Sik MONTAGUE LUSH 


“VANITY FAIR.” 


Orders for Copies should be given at once to your Newsagent or direct 
to the Publishers, ‘VANITY FAIR,” AVENUE-CHAMBERS, 
42, BLOOMSBURY -SQUARE, W.C. 








Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
London Gazette.—Furpay, Jan, 13, 


BaLpwin, Ropert, Diss, Norfolk, Farmer Feb 26 Jordan, Diss 

BALLANCE, THOMAS, Whitkirk, nr Leeds Fev 28 Granger & Co, Leeds 

BRIGGS, WILLIAM MARK, Walthamstow, Essex, Gas and Hot Water Engineer Feb 28 
Odhams, Ladgate nill 

BUNTING, Ext, Earlestown, Lancs, Builder Febl4 Knowles, Widnes 

BuTLer, JouN, Pulborough, Sussex, Builder Feb 18 Pitfleld, Petworth 

CoprL_e, MARY, Fernhill Heath, Worcester Feb 28 Gabb, Droitwich 

Covk, DAVID, Bridgeyate, Gloucester, Farmer Feb18 Bevan & Co, Bristol 

CROFT, FRANCIS EpGark, Wetherby p!), South Kensington Feb 15 Mills, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

Curtis, RALPH, Newcastle upon Tyne Jan 31 Chartres & Youll, Newcastle upon 
T 


ne 

FAITHFULL, FRANCES TURNER, Ladbroke grove, Notting Hill Feb 25 Faithfuil & Davy, 
Arundel st, Strand 

FRARN, GeoRGE JOHN, Chisworth, Derby, Farmer Jan 31 Ireland, Glossop 

GooDcHILD, WILLIAM, Bulwell, Nottingham, Boilermaker Feb 24 Attenborough & 
Sons, Thavies ion, Holborn circus 

GoopMAN, GrorGE, Chalfont St Giles, Bucks Feb 28 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbrid, 

GRANVILLE, ARTHUR CLIFFORD, Tottenham, Wool Merchant Jan 31 Barnes, Moor- 
ate st 

Hancenavas, THOMAS, Woodplumpton, Lancs Feb15 Wilson & Co, Preston 

HARTLEY, SAMUEL, Shipley, Horticultural House Builder Feb 10 Wright & Co, 
Bradford 

HINDSs, SARAH STOOKEY, Faversham, Kent Feb 25 Attenborough & Sons, Thavies inn, 
Holbora circus 

JENNIS, MARY ELLEN, Fulbeck, Lincoln Jan 31 Langton & Passmore, Paper bidgs, 
Temple 

JOHNSON, Sanam ANN, Harrogate, York Feb1l Mackrell, Bradford 

JONES, BENJAMIN, Southport Feb17 Hill & Co, Liverpool 

KIRKHAM, WILLIAM, Preston, Butcher Feb4 Craven & Son, Preston 

LEFCoVITCH, DAVID, Albany st. Jan 3 Smith & Co, John st, Bedford row 

LEVIN, Lewin, Leadenhall st, Bead Merchant ¥eb14 Longbourne & Co, Lincoln's inn 

telds 

Lopgs, GEORGE, Melksham, Wilts Feb22 Eggar & Co, Brighton 

LouaH, AGNES, Liford,Easex Feb 20 Forbes & Son, Mark In 

MAKLER, SIDNEY, Sloane st, Belgravia, Estate Agent Feb 22 Allistone, Bedford row 

MIDDLEBROOK, SAMURL, Walsall Feb 18 Evans, Walsall 

MILWARD, FREDERIC Victor, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Consulting Surgeon Feb 1 
Phelps & Keeling, Birmingham 

MITCHELL, SARAH, Whitley Bay, Northumberland Feb 28 Gibson & Co, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Mor@aN, Rev HENRY THORNHILL, Lincoln Feb 12 Ward & Moore, Lincoln 

NIVEN, Ropert, Liscard, Chester, Wine Merchant Jan 31 Glover, Liverpool 

NORBURY, WILLIAM, Seedley, Salford Jan 31 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 

PENNINGTON, PHILIP, Hyde, Chester Feb 25 Hibbert & Co, Hyde 

PHEYSEY, WILLIAM, Areley Kings, nr Stourport Feb 15 Watson, Stourport 

RoLLo, Dame HARRIET ANNE, Bath Febi4 J & W Hf Druitt, Bournemoutna 

RoBeRts, WILLIAM, Pedmore, nr Stourbridge Mari Tiernay, Queen st 

Rosz, THOMAS WILLIAM, Norwich Feb 13 Franes & Back, Norwich 

SABERTON, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Bournemouth feb 11 Foyster & Co, Manchester 

SINGLETON, JOHN, St Anne's on the Sea, Farmer Febil4 Ascroft, Blackpool 

STRICKLAND, SEFTON WEST, Elm Park gdns, Chelsea, Barrister at Law Feb 10 Osgood, 
Hart st, Bloomsbury 

THOMAS, WILLIAM Henry, Exeter Feb1l Dunn & Baker, Exeter 

TOMLIN, CHARLES, Hedge End, Southampton Feb 21 Fowler, Southampton 

TROKE, ‘@goRGE, Cheriton, Kent, Cycle Agent Jan 27 Gambrill, Folkestone 

VINCENT, HENRIETTA, Yeovil, Somerset Feb 17 Watts & Co, Yeovil 

WALKER, ANNA BLANCH, Weston super Mare Feb 20 Cousins & Botsford, Cardiff 

WALLIS, WILLIAM RICHARD, Northfleet, Kent, Licensed Victualler Feb 21 Lovell & 
Son, Gravesend 

WELLS, ELLEN, Abbets Bromley, Stafford Feb18 Lowe & Auden, Burton on Trent 

WHARTON, ANNIB, Orton, nr Tebay, Westmorland Feb1l Cartmel, Kendal 

WHITESIDE, THOMAS, Preston Feb 16 “yy ih soe 

WHITESIDE JANE, Preston Feb 16 Dean & Co, P 

WILLMOTT, JOHN HENRY, Brondeshury villas, Kilburn, £ Bolicitor Feb 13 Withers & Co, 
Arundel st, Strand 

WILSON, ARNOLD MUIR, Sheffield, Solicitor May 1 Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 

Younse, "ELLEN, Twickenham Feb 15 Pollock & Co, Lincoln's inn felds 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 17. 


ACKLAM, GrorGR, Sheffield March 1 Taylor & Emmet, Sheffield 

ARMITAGE, JoSHUA KAYE, Askern, York Feb 18 Armita je & Co, Huddersfield 

Baoe, EmMA, Yardwall, Mark, Somerset March 1 #urd, Weston super Mare 

BRACKGIRDLE, MATTHEW, Burnage, nr Manchester, Farmer Feb 28 W hitworth, Man 
che.ter 

BREWER, KDWARD, Painswick, Gloucester Feb17 Leigh & Co, Manchester 

BURNETT, CHRILTINA, East Borgholt, Suffolk Feb4 Hunter & Haynes, New sq 

Byno, GUSTAV, Fitzjobn’s av Feb 27 Goldberg & Co, West st, Fiusbury circus 

CAREY, KOBERT JAMES, Weston super Mare Jan 3i Jones, Bristol 

CLENNETT, WILLIAM, York, Engine Fitter Febil King. York 

— THOMAS JOskPH, Charch In, Whitechapel, Confectioner Feb 6 Ashbridge, 
enchurch st 

COLLINS, WILLIAM, Derby, Wardrobe Dealer Marl Thirlby, Derby 
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Cooper, ANNIR SOPHIA, Ips#ich Jan 27 
CRONNIE, Many, Alderiey Edge, Chester 
CROWTHER, JosHUA, Lockwood, Huddersfield 

CROWTHER, LYDIA, S'one, Worcester March 31 
DE JERSEY, WALTER Baock, Guildford 


Feb 17 


Travis & 


FENNER, BDWARD, Christchurch, Hants 


Fisner, Rosert HARRY UNDERWOOD, East Southsea, Hants 


Budge row 


GivrorD, The Honourable MAURICR RAYMOND, CMG, Grantham Feb 20 


Gresham housre 


GoppI", CHARLOTTE ELIZABETH CARLETON, Weston super Mare Feb 25 


Co Cardiff 
HALL, Josepn, Croydon 
HoLpEN, ELIZABETH. Liverpool Feb 13 
Houme, Joun Botcherby, or Carlisie Feb 11 
IRWELL, HeRMAN, Bickenhall mans, Glou ester pl 
LILIEN FELD, ARTHUR, Bryanston eq, Stockbroker 
Old Broad st 
LILLRY, JOHN, Spalding Lincs Jan 31 
MCLAREN, JAMES MARSHALL, Glasgow Feb i 
MACDONELL, MARY ELIZABETH, New King’s rd, Fulham 
wall 
MANOOCK, THOMAS, Milnrow, nr Rochdale, Saddler 
MatTuew, Joun, Westwate on Sea, Jeweller Feb 18 


Feb 21 
Feb 20 


Crest, Spalding 


Feb 1 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette,—Fatpary, Jan. 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avetix, Writiam Beresrorp, Barnes, Surrey Wands- 
worth Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Barroyv, Wittiam, Brighton, Cycle Agent, Brighton Pet 
Dec 20 Ord Jan 10 

Batt, Taomas Peren, Hatfield Broad Oak, Essex, Grocer 
Chelmsford Pet Dec 8 Ord Jan9 

Bosasquet, Ateert, Great Grimsby, Blackemith’s Striker 
Great Grimaby Pet Jan10 (rd Jan 10 

Baittsuart, Lewis, Richmond rd, Dalston 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Bavrow, Faepeatox Jous, Sirdar rid, Tottenham, Clerk 
Edmoston Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 

Canaus, Dasiet Heway, Kingston 
Outfitter Kingstun upoa Hull 
Jan 10 

Dawsow, Gronos Artnurs, Wem, Salop, Baker 
bury Pet Janil Ord Jan ll 

Deas, Lucy, Uppingham, Rutland 
Ord Jan 11 

Durvr, Joux, Liverpool, Coal Barge Owner 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 11 

Evviervo, Witttam Heway, Southsea, Hants, (oal Mer- 
chant Portsmouth Pet Jan®9 Ord Jan 9 

Ewoayp, Bannes, Cantley, Norfolk, Dairyman 
Pet Jan il Ord Jen ll 

Fawcert, Atrarv, Newton Hill, nr Wakefield, Pig Dealer 
Wakefield Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 

Fisuer, Jouw, Norwich, Butcher Norwich Pet Jan 11 
Ord Jan 11 

Foorp, Witttam, Hastings, Licensed Victualler 
Pet Jan ® Ord Jan 9 

Geanien, Haney Srewaut, Camdenrd, Actor High Court 
Pet Jan il Ord Jan ll 

Geaves, Heway, Thureaston, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet Jan® Ord Jan 9 

Gamers, Hexay Jouw Swowtrsc, Kirkley, South Lowes- 
toft, Bricklayer Creat Yarmouth Pet Jan 10 Ord 
Jan 10 

Hatcstosr, Georus, Winton, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant 
Poole Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 

Hatey, Jouw Atseat, Bradford, Journeyman 
Bradford Pet Jan11 Or4 Jan 11 

Hanes, Faanx Eowaan, and Wittsam Caances, Maindee, ( 
Mon, Carriage Builders Newport, Mon Pet Jan 9 
Ord Jan 9 } 

Hvurros, Jowaruay, Holbeck, Leeds, 
Leeds Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 

Jonas, Josnva, Pencader, Carmarthen, Cabinet Make, | 
Carmarthen Pet Jan® Ord Jan 9 | 

Jover, Anwtuony, Bretherton, nar Preston, Waste Merehant | 
Blackburn Pet Dec3 Ord Jan il 


High Court 


up’n Hull, Gent's 
Pet Jan 10 Ord 


Shrews- 


Leicester Pet Jan 11 


Liverpool 


Norwich 


Hastings 


Carpenter 


Painter 


Boot Repairer | 


Cannington € Co, Braintree 
Leigh & Co, Manchester 
Feb 13 Sykes, Huddersfield 


Feb 28 Hyland & Co, Cannon st 
Dorry, Joseru, Wa'isend, Builder Feb1i7 Daglish & Mulcaster, Newcastle on Tyne 
Feb 20 Morley & Co, Gresham House 


Feb 13 Nickinson & Co, Chancery Ir 
Laces & Co, Liverpo>l 
E & K J Hough, Carlisle 


Bannatyne & Co, Glasgow 
Feb 11 


Wiles & Thompron, Ri chdale 
Hills & Shea, Margate 


| METIAM, F LIZABRTH, 


MILLek, THOMAS HASTINGS, 
row 


Sheldon, Stourbridge 


friars 
March 1 Hughes & Co, 
Leadenhall st 

Mcriey & Co, | 
| ScoTT, ANN, Roath, Cardiff 

Stevens & 


Co, Lincoln's ion flelds 


May, FLIZABETH Weston Soper Mare Mar 1 


NEAVE, Davip CHALMERS, Aberfeldy, Perth Feb 28 


RoLts, MaRY ANN, Broadstairs, Kent Feb 25 


SILV+STER, E.Liza, Barnard Castle, Durham 
SYKES, GEORGE Dyson, Huddersfield Feb13 Sykes, Huddersfield 
| TURNBULL, CHARLES CORBETT, Cleeve Bill, or Cheltenham, JP Feb27 Beamish & 


TORNER, ALICE JANE, Bowden, Chester Feb 20 
Nicholson & C +, Coleman at TURNER, WILLIAM, 8t Helens, Lancaster, Butcher 
Morley & Co, Grest am house, | UPTON, STEPHEN, Lee, Kent 


Ford, Weston super Mare 
te Feb13 Hills & Shea, Margate 


METTAM, JOHN, Ramsgate Feb13 Hills & Shea, Margate 


Lee, Kent, Provision Merchant Feb17 Townroe, Budge 
Loughborough & Co, Anstin 


PULVEKMANN, MARTIN, Charch rd, Forest hill, Merchant Feb i5 Crump & Son, 


Rowe & Wilkie, Basinghall st 
Feb 28 Lewis & Co, Merthyr Tydfil 
Feb 18 Ho'mes, Barnard Castle 


Harvey & Co, Manchester 
Feb 13 Frodsham, 8t Helens 
Feb 14 Warmington & Edmunds, Budge row 


| WALTHAM, HARRIET, Harrogate Feb°28 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 


| WaTERS, THOMAS, Swansea, Builder Feb 20 
WINTER, GEORGE FAWCETT, Kton, Bucks Feb 11 
WILLIAMS, HENRY, Audenshaw, Lancaster, Provision Merchant Feb28 Chew & Song, 


Middleditch, London 
Manchester 


Laxatey, Arruus, Pudsey, nr Leeds, Boot Dealer Leeds 
Pet Jan 10 Ond Jan 10 

Lirrita, Axpaew Astuur, Compton, Winchester Barn 
staple Pet Jan 10 Ord Jnn 10 

McCara, Hoos, Heysham, Lancs Preston Pet Jan 11 
Ord Jan 11 

Mices, Cuantes, Prestwich, Lancs, Tailor Salford Pet | 
Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 } 

Moors, Groner, Trowbridge, Wilts, Builder Bath Pet Jan 
10 Ord Jan 10 | 

Peanos, Acraep, Gosport, Hants, Foreman Stoker Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan il Ord Jan 11 

Peet, Svonry, Heckmondwike, Rag Merchant Dewsbury | 
Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 

Pex», Joux, High Wycombe, Bucks 
7 Ord Jan 11 

Powsrtt, Taomas, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Colliery Rider 
Neath Pet Jan il Ord Jan 1! | 

Rayeszr, Airaep Dayiet, Sumatra rd, Hampstead. 
a Victualler High Court Pet Dee 22 Ond 
an ll 


High Court Fet Dee 


| Sageier, Witt1am, Houghton le Spring, Durham, Oil Mer- 


chant Durham Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 

Srart, Aivaasp Tuomas, Sandiacre, Derby, Lace Manufac- 
turer Derby Pet Jan®9 Ord Jan 9 

Steep, Wiitiam Heway, Altrincham, Motor Engineer 
Manchester Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 

Tuomas, Antacr, Exeter, Corn Merchant 
Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 

Taorytey, Hvon Ricuarps, Balsall Heath, Worcester 
Worcester Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 10 

Verrer, Witte Evosne Oscas, Kennington Park rd 
— Ha'l Artiste High Court Pet Jan 10 Ord 
an 10 

Wapverson, Groron, Westhengten, Railway Clerk North- 
ampton Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 | 

Witttams, Joun, Caerphilly, Glam, Timberman Ponty- | 
pridd Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 

Waicat, Eraram, Wakefield, Grocer 
Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Waiout, Faseuay, Denten, Lines, Butcher Nottingham 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 


Cox, Patrick, Bury st, St James’ High Court Pet Oct 
20, 1910 Ree Ord Dec 20, 1910 Rege Jan 11, 1911 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Austin, Witttam Baarsrorp, Barnes, Surrey Jan 23 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Baraow, Wittiam, Brighton, Cycle Agent Jan 26 at 10.30 
Off Ree, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Baray, Groroe Tuomas, Northampton, Publican Jan 23 
atll Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Bett, Tuomas Peres, Hattield Broad Oak, Essex, Grocer 
Jan 2ati2 14, Bedford row 


Exeter Pet 


Waketie!d Pet 





‘lhomas & Co, Swansea 
Livegrove & Durant, Windsor 


WILLIAMSON, ISaBELLA, Maryport, Cumberland Feb14 Crerar & Mason, Mary 
WOZENCROFT, ANNIE MARIA, Bouldon, Salop Feb 18 Weyman & Co, Ludlow, salop 


Britiiayt, Lewte, Richmond rd, Dalston Jan 23 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st : 

CHatcrart, Henay, Porteea, Hants, Auctioneer Jan 23 at 
3 Off Rec, Cambridze junc, High st, Portsmouth 


| Cooxe, Wituram Joay Burtsrwoats, Walmer Jan 21 at 
9. 


Off Rec, 634, Castle st, Canterbury 
Deas, Lucy, Uppingham, Rutland Jan 24at12 Off Ree, 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Evrie.o, iu1aM Hesry, Southsea, ants, Coal 
Merchant Jan 24at3 Off Rec, Cambridge jnc, High 
st, Portemmouth 


| Evecetos, Eowaap Erasuvs, Brizham, Devon, Fisherman 


Jan 23 at 11.15 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 
Fawcett, Atsasp, Newton hill, nr Waketield Pig Dealer 
Jan 25 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


| Foorp, WittiaM, Hastings, Licensed Victualler Jan 23 at 


12 County Court, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Geaaisn, Hagey Stewaat, Camden rd, Actor Jan 24 ati 
Bankruptcy bldgs, 

Greaves, Heway, Thurcastoa, 

atil2 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Haitstoyxe, Gevsar, Winton, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant 
Jan 23 at 230 8t Peter’s Small Hall, Hinton mi, 
Bournemouth : 

Hatey, Joun Avsert, Bradford, Journeyman Painter Jan 
2at3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Hurros, Jonataay, Holbeck Leeds, Boot Repairer Jan 
23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Jones, Josnva, Pencader, Ca:marthes, Cabinet Maker 

Jan 21 at 12.30 Off Kec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthea 

Lasotey, Aagruus, Pudsey. Ge 

aler Jan 23 at 11 Off Ree 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Lawassce, Joszra Tuomas, Wellingborough, “4 
ton, Licensed Victualler Jan23 at 11.30 Off Rec, ’ 
Parade, Northampton 

Marues, Samui, Li , Auctioneer Jan Mat ill Of 
Ree, 35,, Victoria st, Liverpool 


| Parxinsoys, George Wititam, Walmer Jan 2iat 9.15 Of 


Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
Pewx, Jouy, Sandys, High Wycombe, Bucks Jan 25 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


| Raywer, Atrarp Danigt, Sumatra rd, West Hampstead, 
Licensed Victualler 


Jan 2% at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 


S7ratiwvop, Joan, Little Marlow, Bucks, Farmer Jan 3 
at 11.30 1, 8t Aldate’s, Osford 

Srevens, Wicviam, Liansamiet, Giam, Commission Ageat 
Jan 23at3 117, 8¢ Mary st, Cardiff 

Tay.or, Exsest Eowarp Nicnotsox, Chelmeford, Cycle 
Maker Jan 24 at3 14, Bedford row 

Tuomas, Antaur, Exeter, Merchant Jan 23 at 3 
uff Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Taoursow, Grorak, Chesterfield, Derby, Fish 
Jan 23 at 11.30 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Verrer, Witte Evoens Oscar, Kennington Park mi, 
Music Hall Artiste Jan 25 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 


Merchant 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
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SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
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Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property Settled by Counsel, will be seat 
On application. 
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Wapssor, ae North Railway Clerk Jan 23 
at12 Off Rec, The Parade. Northam 
Watticome, Joun Waeerer, Chalfont Peters, Bucks, 
Plumber Jan 2iat12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 
a SPE Carnarvon, Farmer Jan 23 at 
2.30 Bri ot ay 
lam, Timberman Jan 25at 


wus 1 Joux, Oaerphi' 
‘i 8t Catherine's c'! bom St Catherine st, Ponty- 


tad 
rif Erseam, Wakefield, Grocer Jan 25at 10.30 Off 
Kec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avettx, Wittiam Benesrosp, Barnes, Surrey Wands- 
worth PetJan 9 Ord Jan 9 
—._ V Wrivovensy. Sevenoaks, Assistant School- 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Dec 1 Ord Jan 9 
Basrox, omy ee a, Cycle Agent Brighton Pet 
At G ~ fm ith’s Strik 
NQUBT, — ee Great rimeby, Blacksmith’s Striker 
Be Geeat Grimnaby Jan 10 Ord Jan 1 
a a "Biockpor . Paper Merchant Btock 
Pet Dec 16 Ord 
Bauwwast, Lewis, Ri rd, Dalston, Cabinet Maker 
High Court Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 
Bavrow, Faepericx Jony. Sirdar ad, Tottenham, Clerk 
Edmonton Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 
Boceett, Geonce Tzaspate Traspaie, Sunnybill rd, 
Streatham, Journalist Wandsworth Pet Dec 8 O 
Jan 10 
wauis, Dante Heway, Kio 
+ Outfitter Kingston upon Hull 
Jan 10 
Ogatceart, Henry, Portsea, Auctioneer Portsmouth Pet 
Dec17 Ord Jan 9 
Qooxe, Wititam Jony Butrerworta, Walmer Canterbury 
Dec 14 Ord Jan9 
Caansuaw, Jonx, Manchester, Commission Agent Salford 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 10 
Davis, Hewey,  —. ~ villas, Beqonete, Hardware 
Dealer High Court Pet Jané6 Ord Jan 
Dawsor, Guess ——, Wem, Salop, Baker’ Shrewsbury 
Pet Janii Ord Jan il ‘ 
Deax, Lucy, Uppingham, Rutland Leicester Pet Jan 11 
Ord Jan 11 
Eerietpy, Wittram Henry, 
P Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 - 
Beotaxp, Baryes, Cantley, Norfolk, Dairyman Norwich 
Pet Janil Ord Jan 11 
-— Davip, Llan!lwchaiarn, Sat 
wyth Pet Dec12 Ord Jan 
a, aavaan, Newton hill, nor WakeGeld, Pig Dealer 
Wakefield PetJan9 Ord Jan9 
Finer, Jonx, Norwich, Butcher Norwich Pet Jan 11 
Ord Jan 11 : 
Foor>, Wiit1am, Hastings, Licensed Victualler Hastings 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 
Grenisun, Hanay Stewart, Camden rd, Actor High Court 
PetJanii Ord Janil ; 
Gaavres, ayy Thurcaston, Leicester, Carpenter Leices- 
ter Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 
a ) =—r4 Hawwan, Barnsley Barnsley Pet Dec 5 
9 


u Hull, Gent's 
t Jan 10 Ord 


Southsea, Coal Merchant 


Farmer 


Guimete, Heway Jouw Sow ino, Kirkle 
Brick'ayer Great Yarmouth Pet an 10 
Hanstoxz, Groner, Winton, Bournemouth, Coal Mer- 
chant Poole Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 
Hatsy, Jonx Avsert, Bradford, Journeyman Painter 
Pet Janil Ord Jan 11 
Haanw, Faaxx Epwarp, and Wittiam Cuaries, Maindee, 


Mon, Carriage Builders Newport, Mon Pet Jan 9 
Ord Jan 9 

Hvougs, ary Cc lwyn Ba: r ae Music Dealer Ban- 
gor t Dec zl Ord 


Horrtoy, , oa Holbeck, ox Boot Repairer Leeds | 


Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 
Jours, Josuva, ats og Carmarthen, Cabinet Maker 
arthen Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 
Laxoiey, Antruve, Pudsey, or Leeds, Boot Dealer Leeds | 
et Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 
_- Heysham, Lancaster Preston Pet Jan 11 
ll 
Muzs, Cuanies, Prestwich, Tailor Salford Pet Jan 10 
Ord Jan 10 


Moonz, Groror, pevetetige, Wilts, Builder Bath Pet 
Jan 10 Ord Jan 

Patuer, Antavr, All ‘Getate rd, Westbourne Park, Credit | 
Draper High Court Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan 10 


, South Lowestoft, 
Ord Jan 10 | 


Psance, Atrazp, Supa, Foreman Stoker Portsmouth 
Pet Jani! Ord Jani 

Peet, Syprey. Heckinondwike, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 

Pasvayx, Wittram Mostimer, Kinghorn st, Smithfield, 
Provision Merchant High Court Pet July 15 Ord 


gwynfi, Daas Colliery Hider 
et Jem tl Onn Jan 


Surairr, Wriuiam, Houghton ie Spring, Durham, Oil 
Merchant Durham Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 

Sraagt, ALraep Tuomas, Sandiacre, Derby, Lace Manufac- 
turer Derby Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Erave try, CHARLES ne Plymouth Plymouth Pet 
Novi5 Ord Jan 1 

Srerp, WiiwiaM ten Altrincham, Motor Engineer 
Manchester Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Swansox, ALFxanper Pavt, Liverpool, Surgeon Liaver- 
pool Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 10 

Tuomas, Anraur, Exeter, Corn Merchant Exeter Pet 
Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 

Tomxissos, Wituiam Cuantes Beppors, Charles st, Hay- 
market High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 9 

Vetter, Wittiz Evorne Oscar, Kennington Park rd, 
Music Hal! Artist H 

Waprsonx, Grorcr, Northampton, Railway Clerk Noith- 
ampton PetJan 10 Ord Jan 10 

Wituass, Jon, ow —_ Timberman 
pridd PetJan10 Ord Jan 

Wirwoop, Fraycis, and fa aby _— Farnworth, 
Lancs, Painters Bolton PetJan5 Ord Jan5 


Powerit, Tuomas, 
Neath 


Ponty- 





Amended notice substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 16 and 20: 


Fow er, Wittiam Samvuet, Chadwell st, Miachury, Hair- 
dresser High Court Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 1 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 
Gnover, Atraep, Copthall chmbrs, Merchant High Court 


Adjud Feb 12, 1909 Rec Ord Oct 16, 1908 R: sc Jan 7, 
1911 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 17. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BARWELL, CHARLES, Southfields, Wandsworth, Builder 
| Wandsworth Pet Decl» Ord Jan 12 
BLOMFIELD, MILES, Little Dunham, Norfolk, Farmer 


King's Lynn Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 14 


| CATTELL, Exc, Sheffield, Fruit Salesman Sheffield Pet 
| Dec 20 Ord Jan 13 

| CLAXTON, ALFoED, Treorchy, Glam, Fruit Salesman 
Pontypridd Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 12 





h Court Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 | 


Wraraact, ELizaBeTs, ANNIE WraTHALt, and AmeELia 
WratuHa.t, Barrow in Furness, Milliners Bair w in 
Furness Pet Nov7 Ord Jan 10 

Waicut, Eruram, Wakefield, Grocer Wakefield Pet | 
Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Waicst, Frermax, Denton, Lines, Butcher Nottingham 

Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 


| 


port 
| BRUTON, FREDERICK JOHN, Sirdar rd, 


| 
| 
| 


Original Society. Founded 1840, 
THE 


GUARANTEE 
SOCIETY. 


Chancery, Probate (Administration), 
Lunacy, Bankruptcy (Trustees, &c.), 
Bonds issued at favourable Rates. 


Office: 19, Birchin Lane, LONDON. 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette Nov 29: 
NUNN, WILLIAM JAMES, Clacton op Sea, 
Colchester Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 25 
Amended notice substituted for that peeenes in the 
London Gazette of Dec 
MORRIS, MORRIS, Cardiff, Draper Cardiff Pet Nov 3 
Ord Dec 9 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 3: 
Co oPER, HENRY STANLEY, Withington, Manchester, 
Solicitor Manchester Pet Novy Ord Dec 29 
Amended notice substituted for that published jn the 
London Gazette of Ja» 6: 
Confectioner Portsmouth 








Accountant 


DUFFY, BERNARD, Landport, 
Pet Jan 3 Ord Jan3 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

BOSANQUET, ALBERT, Great Grimsby, Blacksmith Striker 
Jan 25 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbra, Great 
Grimshy 

| BRAMHALL, WILLIAM, Stockport, Chesire, Paper Mer- 
chant Jan x7 at 11 Off Kee, 6, Vernon st, Stock- 


Tottenham, Clerk 
Jan 25at3 14, Bedford row 

BUNNING, ERNEST, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Grocer 
Jat 25 at12 Off Rec, King st, Norwich 

CAHALIN, DANTEL HeyRy, Kingston upon Hull, Outfitter 
Jan 25at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 

CLAXTON, ALFRED, Treorchy, Glam, Fruit Salesman Jan 


Slat 11.15 St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 

| CLAY, SAMUEL WILSON, Nottingham, Con‘ectioner Jan 
26 at 11.3) Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park sv, Notting- 
ham 

CRANSHAW, JOHN, Manchester, Commission Agent Jan 
25 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


DAWSON, GEORGE ARi HUR, Wem, Sulop, Baker Jan 28 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 


ENGLAND, BARNES, Cantley, Norfolk, Dairyman Jan 25 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
FisnEr, JOHN, Norwich, Butcher Jan 2% at 1 Off Rec, 


8, King st, Norwich 
Forp, ANDREW JoHN, March, Cambridge, Hairdresser 
Jan 25 at 12.80 The Griffin Hote!, March 


| HARRIS, FRANK EDWARD, ana WILLIAM CHARLES, Main 
Rec 


EVANS, OWEN, Liandrillo, Grocer Wrexh m Pet Jan 12 
Ord Jan 12 
HARRISON, JOHN WILLIAM, Darlington, Labourer 
Stockton on Tees PetJan 12 Ord Jan 12 
LORIE SOLOMON LIPMAN, Cardiff, Jeweller Cardiff Pet 
Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 } 
| Lucas, Eric CHARLES, Havant, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 | 
| Mack, JoHN, Swanley, Kent, Fruit Grower Rochester 
Pet Jan i8 Ord Jan 13 
| MILNTHORP, RicHaRD, Leeds, Physician Leeds Pet Jan 
M4 Ord Jan 14 


MINEARD, GEORGE EDWARD, Greencroft gdns, West Hamp- 
sead Exeter Pet Jani13 Ord Jan 13 


| NEAME, H B, Waldegrave pk, Strawberry Hill, Middlesex | 
Brentford Pet Nov4 Ord Jan 13 
| SAINSBURY, Percy H, Poultry, Accountant High Court 


Pet Nov 4 Ord Jan 12 
STAFFORD, Tom, Abertillery, Mon, 

Pet Jani1 Ord Jan 11 
WERTHEIM, HARO!D C, Lessar av, 


Labourer Tredegar 


Clapham Common, 


Motor Car Dealer Wandsworth Pet Dec & Ord 
Jan 12 
Woopbsurs, JoserH GEORGE, Wells, Builder Wells Pet 


Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 





20lst Year. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 

















iyi 8 











\\ FIRE DAMAGE. 
‘ RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 

_\ EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
= ry ‘S/_ i,| WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
So es including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

es DOMESTIC SERVANTS. | PLATE GLASS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
4. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


FIRE OFFICE 


POUNDED 17190, 





] N Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.c, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





dee, Mon, Carriage Builders Jan 25 atll Off 
144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

HvuGHes, JoHN, Colwyn Bay, l'enbigh, Music Dealer Jan 
25 at"12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

LORIE, SOLOMON LIPMAN, Cardiff, Jeweller Jan 25 at 3 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

McCREA, HUGH, Cross Cop 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 13, 


. Heysham, Lancaster Jan 25 
finckley st, Preston 


MERCER, HENKY CHANDLER, Uxbriuge, Bucks, Miller 
Jan 25at 12 14, Bedford row 

MEYNELL, RICHARD, #erryhiil, Durham, Deaper Jan 25 
at3 Off nec, 3, Manor pl, Suncerland 

MILES, CHARLEs, Prestwich, Lancashire, Taflor Jan 26 
at 3.80 Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 

MINEAKD, GEORGE KDWARD, Greencroft gdns, West 
Hampstead Feb 2 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir- 


cus, Exeter 

MoorE, GrorGE, Trowbridge, Wilts, Builder Jan 25 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, bristol 

PEARCE, ALFRED, Gosport, Hants, Fireman Stoker Jan 26 
ats Otf Ree, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

PLUCKNETT, MoRRIS Epoar, Newport,I of W, Dairyman 
Jan 25 at 11 30 Off Rec, 98, High st, Newport, l of W 

SAINSBURY, PERoy H, Poultry, Accountant Jan 26 atll 
Bankruptcy bidgs, ‘Carey st 

SHERRIFY, WILLIAM, Houghton le &pring, Durhem, Oil 
Merchant Jan 25 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pi, Sun- 
deriand 

START, ALFRED THOMAS, Sandiacre, Derby, Lace Manu- 
facturer Jan 25at 11 Off Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

STEED, WILLIAM Henry, Altrincham, Motor Engineer 
Jan 2> at 2.80 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

THORNLEY, Hoan RIcHAaRDs, Worcester Koss 25 at 11,30 
Off Rec, 11. Copenhagen ‘st, Worceste 

TURNER, JOHN, Sutton in Ashfield, Wholesale Clotheir 
Jan 2at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle Pl, Park st, Notting- 


m 

WRi1GHT, FREEMAN, Denton, Lincs, Butcher Jan 26 at 11 
Ulf Rec, 4, Castie pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Amended Notice is substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Dec. 2u: 

KER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Hampton, Middlesex, Nursery- 
man Jan 2 at iz 182, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 


CLAXTON, ALFRED, Treorchy, Glam, Frult Salesman Ponty- 
pridd Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 14 

COWELL, BENJAMIN, Southend on Sea, Grocer Chelmsford 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Jan 11 

DE MACEDO, JOACHIM ANTONIO, Leeds, Wine Merchant 
Leeds Pet Dec15 Ord Jan 12 

EVANS, OWEN, Lianirilllo, Grocer Wrexham Pet Jan 12 
Ord Jan 12 

FITZGRRALD, GERALDINE 8 V, Cawsand, Cornwall Ply- 
mouth PetAugis Ord Jan 12 

GARNETT, CHARLES WILLIAM, Poland st, Oxford st, 
Jeweller High Court Pet Oct 27 Ord Jan 13 

GOMERSALL, GtoroRr, Hayterird, Brixton hill Wandsworth 
Pet Novi5 Ord Jan 12 

BamMuMetr, Jonn, Finchiey rd, Milliner 
Dec 13 Ord Jan 12 

HARRISON, JOHN WILLIAM, Darlington, Labourer Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

Horxins, WitLiism FKoper?, Brixton hill, 
High Court Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 12 

Jonns, WILLIAM Reps, Wolvesnewton, 
Newport, Mon Pet Nov2l Ord Jan 12 

Joven, ANTHONY, Bretherton, nr Preston, 
chant Blackburn Pet Dec3 Ord Jan 13 

LITTLE, ANDREW ARTHUR, Compton, Winchester 
staple Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 12 

LORIE, SOLOMON LirMAN, Cardiff, Jeweller 
Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

Lucas, Extc CHARLES, Havant, Hants 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

MILNTHORP, RICHARD, Leeds, Physician 
14 Ord Janl4 

MINEARD, George EpWARD. Greencroft gdns, 
Hampstead Exeter Pet Jan I3 Ord Jan 13 

Morea, WILLIAM, Warwick st, Woolwich, Engine Driver 
Greenwich Pet Dec 9 Ord Jan 13 

Parkes, Francis, Carlton House, 
High Court Pet Novi8 Ord Jan 13 

Paice, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Manufacturers’ 
Liverpool Pet Dec8 Ord Jan 13 

STarrorp, Tom, Abertillery, Labourer 
Jan il Ord Jan 11 

STEVENS, WILLIAMS, Liansamiet, Glam, 
Agent Cardiff Pet Dec?21 Ord Jan 10 

SWANTON, HvuaH, Lincoln, Company Managing Director 
Lincoln Pet Nov 10 Ord Jan il 

WILKINSON, RoBERT, Newport, Mon, Shipbroker New 
port, Mon Pet Nov 2 Ord Jan 12 

WILLIAMS, Gronom Henry Srence, Twickenham Brent 
ford Pet Febl Ord Jan 18 

Woopsurn, Joszsru Groner, Wells, Somerset, Builder, 
Welle Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 18 

Youas, Niort Wrietnonr &, Brighton, Brighton 
16 Ord Jan 12 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Jan 6: 


DUrry, BERNARD, Landport, Hants, Confectioner Ports. 
mouth Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 


High Court Pet 


Auctioneer 
Mon, Farmer 
Waste Mer- 
Barn 
Cardiff Pet 
Portsmouth Pet 
Leeds Pet Jan 


West 


Regent st, Solicitor 
Manager 


Tredegar Pet 


Commission 


Pet Nov 


(Hourtr COURT.—Competent and reli- 
able man, some years head clerk, desires fresh 
engagement; excellent testimonial from Registrars ; 

e + not afraid of work.—Cizax, 45, East 
Stookwell-st: cet, Colchester. 


I ONDON AUCTIONEER offers to Country 
4 Bolicitor use of Office, Clerks and Telephone, &c — 
Write in confidence to Auction, care of 8. 
30, Bt. Swithin's-lane, London, E.C. 


BSOLUTELY SAFE 64 per cent, In 


vestment for the Sum of £8,250.—Two fine new 








vis & Co., 





(leases 75 years) in magnificent locality ; near 
Oavendish-square; let on long repairing leases to first- 
class tenants, producing £640 net per annum.—Write, 
Box 439, c/o Judda, 6, Queen Victoria-street, E.C, 


SSBEOLD GROUND-RENTS Wanted 
500 o ropert 
Leoéen or wat od gy or thet onan pleas 
address Gro. Bexun & Co., 73, Moorgate-street, E.C. 








TO RETURN NEARLY 10 PER CENT. 
£4,500 will Purchase a Freehold Pro- 


Perty. in Clerkenwell let on fall repair- 
ing lease having 13 years unexpired at £450 per annum, 


pply, Baovrs, Truns, & Co., 23, Basinghall-street, B.C. 





PRBEROLD GROUND RENTS, Golders 
Green, on good class yearly residences ; £120 per 
ennum, to pay 4 per cent.; can be divided.—E. H. 


Warsemar, 12, terrace, St. John’s Wood, London. 


)REEHOLD GROUND RENTS, £186 

detached "eatin cour Lenton; t moatiy cccapled by 
5 ears’ b > 

Gasex, 6h, Fincbury povensen EC. ——— 


TO SOLICITORS COMPANIES, SYNDICATES, &c 
MAGNIFICENT SUITE OF CITY OFFICES. ¥ 
ro BE LET, a splendid self-contained 
Buite, comprising six good rooms, on the firet floor, 
of an imposing blovk of modern offices, ocoupying one of 
the most commanding positions in the City ; new and 
tasteful decorations just completed ; extreme! moderate 
rent.—Agents, Goppagp & Surrs, 196, Piccadi , Ww. 


1 NEW COURT.—Two Light Rooms on 
’ 


Third Floor ; rent £76,— ; 
&, Becie-s We. Apply, G. Srzast & Co., 

















MAPLE & CO 


LIMITED 


FAMOUS ALL THE 
WORLD OVER 


EASY GHAIRS 


Booklet Free 


BUENOS AIRES 
PARIS 


LONDON 














LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No, 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON, 


HENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent. 

begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B. 
Forms, Gratia, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
File of “‘ London Gazette” kept for free reference. By 
appointment. 


LAW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 
Abstracts Copied oe ove 
Briefs and Drafts ove oso 
Deeds Round Hand _... ose 
Deeds Abstracted ove oso 
Full Copies - ose om 2 folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet » 4d, ditto; 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. per skin. 
KERB & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 
\ LARGE well-lighted and furnished Room 
& overlooking Lincoln’s-inn-fields, with use of 
general office, &c,.; suitable for Solicitor, Architect, 
Accountant, &c.: good boiiding on the oe 
Apply (principals only), Box 784, ** Solicitors’ Journal,” 
27,C cery-lane, W.C. 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of lavalid Preparations free oa 


application to 
BRAMDTPD 2 OO., X:7R)., 


Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, 6.W. 





per sheet, 
per 20 folios, 
per folio. 








CHARITIES, &o. 








NATIONAL 


ORPHAN HOME, 
HAM COMMON, SURREY. 


Patrons: H.M. THE KING, H.R.H. the Duchess of 
Albany and H.R.H. Princess Christian. 


President : 
His GRACE THE DUKE OF PORTLAND, K.G. 
Chairman: 
S1n THOMAS SKEWES-Cox, J.P. 
FOUNDED 1849. 
For Orphan Girls, who are received without 
distinction of religion, and trained for domestic 


service. 
LEGACIES 
DONATIONS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS ARE MUCH NEEDED. 


Bankers : Lloyds Bank, 16, St. James’ Street, 8. W. 
Secretary : The Orphanage, Ham Common Surrey. 








THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospital of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon legacies for maint 
ring to provide Annuities for 


Those desi 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 
of the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


D. 
- THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 














ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated), 
LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


Patroness: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 

Number of patients weekly, 800. A 
Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


A Donation of £10 10s, constitutes Life Governorship. 
8 Pr t, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 





woe 





7 v 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. . 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms, 2 to 3 Guineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R, 
Telephone : P.O. 3, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 
“RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD.” 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEV. 
M.D. (Camb). Principal: H. M. RIL 
Study of Inebriety. 
and ie a a 
ly Miss RL , or ncipal. = 
1 TGR APHIC ADDRESS : TEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen 4 the Act and privately. 

For Terms, &c., a 
eT ve D. HOGG, M.B.C.S., &., 
Medical Superinte 








ndent. 
Telephone : P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


C= ISLAND for INEBRIETY. 


F. N. Cuanxiweton, Osea Island, Besex, 














